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14.05.2001 cf5t •>I'J ^ #7 

sm ^ ^ 3Ti4il)ti m 26.6.2001 cpt 

ailSr^xpfT 5m tefjnrw miRi ^ m i 

(ii) cf5t sjm 9 55 (5) c[)t 5Rif % aj^wui if sm 

2005 iRgcT cift Ti^ 5ilWr % 3iraR iR, Ivm^i'^c55 5^ 3pi^ 

5 5^ W ^773^ 551 ft55I 551 5T, Ull^tW-O gm 5355 

5555 % 7555 2 5^, 2005 551 arfii^^Ri gm 5g vjiter 557^ % 

fc5T ^5 55T ?Jc55 75TT5r cP7% ^ 5155 55/35551 tsf^ m^l 7^*11 3I55T 

?W, f^u'(f5ct) TPfterr 5f^ ^ 551 5^1 5ii5 1 35fe, 2003 ^ 
^ 557% 30 1^55557 2004 (ijiailsnf) 555 551 315f?r 5^ 551 5% I 55Tft 
551 vSim 5^ 2000-01 ^ 2003 ftRn57, 04 551 3I5lSt % ^ 551 
5^1 

7i uf%5l 


1. 53im % ^ Tf Pl»5(clfe5 5l%51 3t55Tf 5^ t: 

i) f5lf%e «Tfi)55I^ (f%^ '?5^5T5I5 5l1ll55T^ 55?r 551 #) 5)1 vJM^cW 

1%55I5rf1 % 5g?I 31 p55c 51 %^[%5577f <1«1R)q7H 3555 $16^51 gm 57^5 
g55 5Tf^ 5571 ff, f%7l4 ^JJTUT, 5n5H, ^715 55171 551 7155^ 3175 
(1%5# V!cl<fMi1416 7555 ^ 5551 551 t) % 7551 % 31551 551 ^ Pl5fl?ld 
5)TR^ Tfisi (f%^ 55557515 755^ 57^ 5551 551 ^ % 311515 % 51^ ^1 
5155^ ^c55 5)1 Tpftell, 773^ 551 5gl% % f%lf f%5f55) T^ffell 

^ 557^ 551 3ig^l5 f%51 551 511 

ii) 5lfxt^l555l gm 555 5155)1^1 555 57lt55 sfllxRTI 5^ ^ 51 

f% 5?% 5515 55, 5t557lti1 ^555 5)1 f %)|t 5 5i 71«(tell 511 355755575 tl 
571^ 7ig«5 ^ 57 5I15FT, 715)^ 3175 7151 55171 % ^ % 

31551 5Ff 7t Pl5lfcld 755^1 57^, «it 7ll51 ^555 tl%15 3||?lPl55 1975 
5)1 3ig^ % 315515 28 % 71571 5’ftf7I t, % 3115171 % 7i%t if 5I55M 
f^ 5l 5 5) 5115 TrtlSll ^ 557^ % 7155 ^1 BlfilthT'O gm f%li55 
02/05/2005 7% 5f5) >Hllvj|[%t) ^7R1 5)1 5# '15771 % 71«155, 

31755175 555lf%71 ft551 551 511 

iii) iiiili55ift gm f%55 6(2) % 3137175 if 7ii%5iPm 'q;55i 56)57^511^ 755?! 

^ % 11171 5375155)1 55/31551 Pl5f715)f 5^ 1*15151^ Tlf 3fl7 5^# 55 5)1 
TIIM 7t 517fl71 f%1 % lf)7I7 31^fel 5IH5)rft ^ 7151 315% f%n7 f%l%71 
Tl 315571 5571^ 55 315717 5515 1%51 5511 

iv) 5lf%5)lf1 gm ft55 6 (2) 31^7K5 <1 711%5lPl5) ^(551 5)1i 5^ 5lf% 111771 ^1 
7555 57^3(1 % 11171 3115l'7I5)'f 3ft7 \J55l<k1l3rf ^ 1^10151^ 5^ 3fl7 ^ 
5^ 7^1 75^173 ^ rHoflTl f%1 % iflTR TlidlTI Vj||55)1^ ^ 3fl7 315^ ft5R 
IciRaci ^ 315571 5)71^ 5)1 dclIS % 5^1 
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v) ^5^ (3?iK ^ ^ ('«fl414<fl) cisiT «(iPirJi)<t> 

^ ■HiRsne^l HsrPr^iJiraij ^ ^ araltr tisn 

^ wcT if g^gaff % arrara ^ afki w 

arj^k f^ wl 

vi) f^mracft % Pnw 6(3) % cT 5 ^ sifit^i'O gm g^^aif % 

W ^ScgTgcpf tJg/3JsraT Mggif ^ ^ giftgJi % % 

w ^ PTumr^ it? -jfupftg gif^ ^ ijg> afe 3Rt 

f^deig a?ff gjf ift 3f^#T a? ^q<H«( af l 

vii) aif^taaff gm Pm 6(4) ^ arg^r?’? if strt v)dJK<i>f/ Prafei^ 

mrar t?ff ^ ?i?aa^ ^ -HsjPid anaaa^ ?iPra % 1^ - 

aaa UKHMcfl Ptvsrar^ a^ i PiHftiPad a«ff gm ayamft aa ifag 

aai:- 

(g5) ^Prg) 5'>5^€laj gaaf^m (<('«'{41aiii'tfl) i 

(^) ff^' l ^R t ascij amft (?? a; ^ii>{a>) ?r^ ap?ai 

(a) ^ (^-f •) 5n.1^. (>{'H<?li{H4) ^ I 

(a) if^ ei^4>R f5?imacT ( 5 ;i§*h), tfffg a . 

(^) if^ ^ftctxyH feaa<?M» ).^. ^ I 

(viii) Pm 6(4) % atg^m if a^aiacff ^aaif a^gsif % anamff/nafaaiaif aai 
a^TtParmf aft ^ff ^^aaisf Pnaaif a^i Pinf^Rad aaf ^ aaaia^ ^ 
awiRgci :- 

(a?) %Rf iRiaai a?qJ*rPm amff fe. (’Wl) 

(^) %T?f #a? PiP t ^.a ( i j4?<4»joi) 

(a) ^fu'^ad ^ R'Hi$a5(?^ i|a7 fta^i ({<W^iwh 

aiPtaaff gm f^am^ffa 'Scara % 3fi?fiPia> ajjlaaraff am ma aPiPiPt 
4Ma\<wi mi daf am, sPr am,a!mTR»mn a>f gfe ^ ana ^ #«a 
if gaaa maaaff mcw am% m ajaa? ftai aai I 

(ix) f^ aa^ a«ff aft aPrt&a maaaff 4ftPga> cfR a? iRga an aiaa? ^ 
% Pia a i P i cb i 'f) ^ l^atcp 21 feta?, 2005 aft arfatPm ■gnai^ an 
anatm f^sar, f«m^ aiPianajcrf am aim IBoa<g aai aaf^ia ^ i 
a ' fij a iP i a ? gaar^ if aaf^ aarf an 41Rsa> ^ ^ ?Rga mam^t Pil^ia 
^ if a?ga a??^ aft amg ^ a^ i l^ciag aaff aft aim flciag aaf gm 
*flRg4) aa ^ maa ftai^/ ^)am ^ 3iPiaif^a» d4> TRga a>^ ^ aignPi 
aam ^ a^ i PtPia ftaa^ aaff ^ aim Pi%a TRgPiamn a? Pii^ 
aiPianff gm ftm? aai 11 
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(X) I 
j 

(xi) i 

i 

i 

(xii] 
(xiij) 

(xiy) 

(XM) 

I 

I 

(x\|i) 

i 

(x\|ii) 

1 


^ ^ ^ 6(1^ ^ ^ 
yfH<M'f)/>f7T55r XR, ^ ^ t ^ ^ 

^ ^ t, ^ mRuih 1 ^ ^ ^Rid ^ ^ 

^ I 

yi(^cp|>{] vift^ % cftxTR fcrf^ X|5ff ^RT W'^gcl vJlMcPlfl, ftEH XR 

^ wN fWt€ amriRcT t, ^ ^J^rsfer ^ ^ ^ ten ti 
^RTteiM nrterft sm, X5n?t 

vjcm^ ?!?n initeiajt nn xr ten 

^ «Tf^ ^ ^ 3TfcitexTi xj^ TfTn^ Tpn, ^ yjx^ ^ ^i 

nrter^ ^ cpnM, te nn w^m ^ ten "to, ^Frte 
^ ^ ^mecnt ^ cm^ wnn^Rt nn nnniftexn ^ 
3Tg^ ten ■xpn, ^ nn^ ^ l 

v3m 4^ temtet ^ tem 16 % arg^Rxn tei ^ ter 

?iszif/3Ttef XR tefR ten w, X3^ ^ xr^ft c^ 

cn^ ^ 3fR ^ XR yrxcT te#Rjt XR ^ 3ite tei ^ teR 
ten xsnxrnTi xjn^ tenrtet % ten 16 % srg^Rxn ^ ^ 

n ter arterf cRzif/artef xr teR ten nm, w ten^ x?^ ^ 
tern? 12/7/2006 3mncf m\ ajk nn<T teteff xr ^ 
f^rtecT teN ten nnr ti 

ten 6(7) ^ argn^ ^ f^lte ten^ n^ff ^ tr^ ^ % 
tete xn^, mtenff ^ ^ n^ xntete> xnrf^ % nwr ^ ten^ 
n^ ^ tetente v^Md^ cfRinr nnii 

>HIHMdi|l 'el^jchd tetcff (viStexft) cfsn ^lRl4>lcbfrf ^ 

gxPTf ^ 3TmR XR vjdiKd HFKT ^ nRcT ^ n^sff ^ nte ctstt 
^ ^[g^cRTn HFKT ^ nxnnr tg cnn?T ^ n^ cn% ^rftPiR^d 
ten \5n ^ ft? w m^n mte ^ ^ meH>i')Eft 
sift ^ ^ te nnfx^f ter I 

3TftgxRT ^ **** xjcn ten^ xjsf i^rt xfteft st^r xr xnmnnft 
M<^ftid cpxai ftf^ teimneft % cT^ "ynt % sn^n^ xr utten^ ^rt 
nftte nmi nnr i 

vte 1 2003 30 tete 2004 (18 nrf) ^ amft 

^ ^ TKJt, fti^ 3fnft (%tent) ^ nnr 11 ^ ft^^texn % 

^ ngtef ^ ^ 3te, 2000 - m^. 2001. ate. 2001- m^. 
2002 ?i5n ate. 2002- nM, 2003 ^ tei ar^ ^nter ^ n^ 11 







[yPTI—lSP^l] 




5 


(xviii) ^ ^ ft)# fttrasf w sri qct>M wer # ^lftR^ % atra?^^) 
«iHc|)ifl vmd<*i ^ ^ aiarar apswr vrh ^ ^ aiarar #Er 

vJTOKd-ftiJ ^ ^51# Mlft<t)|'!l 5RI mRuIIH 'd4c1^ ciSJif % 
arraR tR TRgcT Tnj f I 

(xix) ftftl^ TRtf SRI jjlq^lil aiWR tR 'j1Hc|)|'{ 1 # qlM'flqdl 
% sft # qqlvi^i % aimR w # ■qf I ^ uR# air 

Mifttbl'fl 5RI ftapftarai SRft afR M uIHcp# # #tpfts 1THT w 
ciaq 3P?r l^aq<s q# # 5^ Aj'^mlcla 'T^f fcpsi ■>RIT I 

»I.) ftaiKI# ^?ng siiq 

1 . ftd<l.gqat^ftqR 

2 . ai^ g#il w t ft) S#IPI RTto #51 Pl“lfqq) ’irttelT tl 
^ clan scfqpi Pi“rtqq) Rriten #Er ^ aiiftd ^acnis #f%nn 
si?^qFfn§« t. ft# 'Hrqi-«ici: nsifep ^ ancn # l ^ #ar 
ftf^ aifts)# 5RI ftgRi#^ ^cqis cian ^ ^ftftci ftnnf # 

ft^ vnra # aft, ftm# nft wn# aftim #l ftuiiq* 
ftciRitftq ^3cqK n#t ^ ^ an, naffft) 

scftiH #n ^qd ^nftsn #ei ^ i n? # ci^ ftnr nan ^ ft) q)jRc4) #5i 

cn^ clan 5'nct)i ci# ^ '«*ii'i afft apcR iqci nllcicp 

wi clan -HKai 4 11 uiftci)# ^ SIR # <f ns aiftncT ®rct ftjan t ft) 
^pflsn nn# 4 ftnRiaftn vjcqiq cian rpipi cRg % maft nft ^nften qR% 
nft nftf aiiqaqcbci i n#[ tl ^ nman ^ fi? nRcftn licqK*)' -ft ai)ST t 
ft) ftciRitftn ^cqin nan amm nag % # anftan sai am nRm 

3 iftfein#t I aftif nag nn annicT Ri^ nan ^ nW n# if «ncn 
t naag snt nnffen) aft^ nn anmn niHMci: 500 #. nn % ftrqifn 
annna nr 5 ai^ gn# if ftsm nimr tl maaftn nnnnnft nn nmr t ft) 
Rif nan #« cbifect) aitei ainftn nmn nan nftnnf % ana na ftisi sl^ 
f I nirn ainft % ^famapif^n) after # #nf ^ 5 # if anmn ftnr w 
t, Piftss qiftcb# niHM gen, ftnfn nftnn nan qm mftm nn ftnfaR 
nngaiR ^ am# f i 

n. 2 ■aiiqiciq>X Hglociiaft, Plq{nq)li nn 3Fn ftciq«g qgft ft> ftriia : 

3. annidcbf, ftnfnnff, nnftmaff nan am (fcin^ n# f ftpiftifen n# nrff 

(nf iRiaf ma# % ^ t ft) cwRci* after anf nan ntaTA#ep fti?r-ft!5r smin f 

nan ncfnH mfn % jraftmia} ami nanin nff nrsr ri ammil nn^ 
ntem t Rif am if chiRc;* after am rsnaftn rja^JiRT fp vrcvinn fg 
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^ ^ t, aik ^ ^ 

: ^ ^ "^iR<ich ^ater % ^ ti 

' ^ ?T2TT 3RR ^ t ^ ^r ^ ^ ^ 

3T^ ci)H ^ 11 ^ cp^ W t c^T^ chlRc!cp Cf^ 

. ^cqr^ ^ ^HRT ^ ^FT^, cpiffech wfer % HT# ^ f^WRT^T 
I ^HRT ^ WMR ?Tu;SfRU( ?I5T[ arrf^ % 

i Tim-^ >3WT atf^ 'jft Pm 11 

I 

. ) • ' 

p^ I ^ ^ ’ft ?i 4 > t ft fftfft^ ft> ’nKR ft ftjqcT ftfsi 

i ^ # I ^ ^ ft) ^T 5 cl ^ TOR ^ ftW W 1 H ^ 

’T^ 11 ^?TO'' ’iff t I '^piFi iwi afft fftjftro ^ ^ ft 

cbiRfeci) ftter ft) fha ^ ’R fftw ^Rft ft PiHf^(^<i ^iRftf ft fftffft 
ft ))TRftf :- 


^ cRR ^ ft a^feif) fttsi ^ IRWTJI ^ ft ^ ftm t, tjfftoipm: aiRpT 
I wiftT ftffft^ ftft f I 

>f iftHT fft) ^rak 3tc^ fftftft ft ftw Ri t, fttftf yt^Kt ft) «rtr aj^ 
i y«ir fftTO’T ftsft ft 1ft5(cn 11 
)r fttiT ^ ft ftter aft ft RTO viiRftt 1 
)f- ^ ftkr ci)ik<fti) ftter aft ycaia’i rto y^R aiikfca) fttei' ^ yynay 
I RTO ft ailftcp t 3 ri; aiRi4)ia)df ft aftfty aiyy Pifftn yan afft: ^ aiyiffta) 
i yyift aft fE 0 T ft) aft)^ ftaR anf^ fttsT % y|^ ^.ftn anftR ti 
iiRy ft ayf^ ftter aa anaiy yTc#T 5 RT anaiffty ayf^ ftl^ yffty ?RR 
I aaf^a? ftter ft) 85% ft arffta) 11 ' 


I (y) I y yftf fknf^y® fta? fft^r yfttfftyaiy ft ftt y^ Iftar t Jft) fftayiaaft 
I ft) y?y ytyA))-ftay aaffea) ftter yay aafe^ fttsi ynf ^yyn a^ yff 11 

^ i 

• I 

1^.3 I iiiRieprf) SRT vsira 

I I l*i " ■■ .■ 


4. i tiim l^xnvi^ v3cm^ ^ ^ Tj?r^L;3mT ct^f ^ pRitf^ 

‘ ^Tf^feRTT^ (^mTmPra> HPTcp^ t, 

»iffecp ^ir (cRt^ vshti a cpiR^cp ^ w t) ^ vjncTT ti 
Rt r K T # T ^5cqm ^ #, ^ ^ ^ > mf^<o 

Tit^ ^ 3 IcI)|4P|cP, V^FTT, 3T^ «fT^ ^ t, 

3T^!RIPT f^Pm ^ ^ ^ 3RPIT^ cpPM, 

M, TTc^PrpRPT, ^ 3 ^ ^ 

, sfhfPRft ^ % f^pRlW, sirfe A 11 

I ^ v3cqi^ ^ vfl^ftPr^m f^Prat 3 i#ct ■'Rcpjft ^ PiPt, 

; ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ tl ^ 

ftpRft % cpKO] vd^ci clft f^Pm STcR 3TRTT1 
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^ ^freitM y6^K<i> ^ ^ #r»k ^ ti 

^f|Tn^pf> ^IW 3ri^«R, 1975 % STHIR 28 % T?W 2815.11 cTsn 
2815.12 % ^l?rf clfljd tl 3n^ €t # % 30^ ^fclfk Cj4ffcfj - ^ TTT % 7T^ 

^ 2815.1110, 2815.1120 ?[SIT 2815.1200 % 
crflfcT tl 'H^dlcHch t 3lk cI^HH ^ ^ 

^ ^ ^Hcbl>8 ^ tl 

5. W ^ W t % chlR^ch ^ ^ flff>t ^rqR3cf: ^ ^ ^ ^ 

vm^ft ti ^ ^r irgw ^ t, ^ 

3ri^ efTO ^ ^ ^ 3mi4t efFRT m 30^ t, 

^Tsrf^ 4>c^cKf ^ MRc(f?id ^ ^ ^ y^>cwi ^ 3rfcrRw ctfict srRft 11 
^ cfjRif cisn ifi f^, w ct)iR^vf> #51 ^ ^ ^ y^Ttn 

vinm t, i^TcfjT ^ ^ ^ ^ ^t^kit 11 <biffey5 ^ ^ ^ ^ 

^>RW ^cqr^ ^ ^ vsncTT, arftg ^rf^sr # t ^ 

V3^ ^ #1 cmift 3T?R % WTRT 

y5t ^ ^ 3nyT?T % yp ^ y5t % y5tH?T ^ % 

y^tvSHT^t yrfiryJT^t ^ ^frf^ wr % am^ ^ ^ 

3reR-3reR pel'll ^1 eH^ cRTT ^ ^ men Hil^n cl^lT 
yjf^ ^ % a^f^ yWf yn 3 iot-3iot PraW 

^yryyr ti 

6. y? % yyr ^Jirtn g[RT y^gsft y^ 

^ ^^yrfeT yy/aryyr yFT'^ Praif^d y^gsif % ^^mry y^ ymr ^ ^8y>dT 
t. yrfiyy^ ^ fetf^t^r HRy^^l ^ ’ftf^ c^ dy^ftyPt Mydi^. 
ddTKd rfl ^j^R iy^, ftPryW yfffjyr, y>Rf yy yy^, ym^ y5t 

3nf^ yy ftyR I y^ v^dVi STd” ddnfer dy?r ^rt ddW^ 
yy/aryyr y^ ^ y^g^ % dym y^ # I yHf dy?%f5t ysn 

ci i P i Pj» ^ ^ ufci>^T q 41y t 3f|y wffyyr ^ cfk yy ^Jdnfcr yyr 
3iiyi(eid y^aft yy wfty yy? % yypT yy yR ^ t afty yR 11 
ftPid Hyy^ yyfr ym yy yygfciyRy yyr yty^ ^ ^ f^ryffer yyg^ff 
yy y^ dirty sryr ddnfed yygaff y?t arPty^f ddTK ^^tydiarf, 
yfciyyiy^yyi m\ yyyyy yf^y^fy^fterdr ^ fy yrfityyft yn arPtyy t 
1% dy^ Piymcic^t ^ ftyy 2 (y) % ar^dry yty^ ^ ^ PiylRrd yygy 
afty y^ difty ym dcyif^d y^ yryry yyg tl yd ^ ^ %yT yyr t % 
yryry yyg ^ yr^ ^ yrfeyyft yryr yy ftyfy^ %t HH^y yffiyyr^ty^ ^ 

yyyRjy y^ t afty y^fyry ^ flyy^ yyff ^ ^ yr^ ^ y^ y^ 

ysy/^^ yygcT y^f # I 

y 


y.) q^ci VJaVl ^ 

7. y^ dirty ^ y>?T t % y^ dirty y^t arty ^ yryyy^ yy^cT^y^ arcy?^ 
^^^^^^yyyyyt yyftftryyH afnp ^fu^yi (yyyysn^ iiTyT ft>yr yyr 11 yiyer ^ 
yyfey> yjter % ddnyy? ^ yyjtftryyH % yiyyy t afty yiyy ft yry^ 
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^ 3T^ PP^IoiSff cFTW ^ un*iq7(^ 

^gt^IT 11 crfj ^f5T gipj^ 3ISRI ^ISZIRW anSIR ^ t ft> ^ 
: ^ mi WK ^ ^ ^ ulpilf ^3FEiW # #feRr ^ ^ I 

^ yrlStcPTft im ^ vsutTi gji iSiqf^Tir 31^^ 

13ik cpT ^mr ^ ^!fg^ 11 


^.2 atraicra^. gtpfrj^tCTaRifetragqwt^ftqi? 



il'^'^’1 cftq? fe. % fen t fe ^ ^ # gcR! lEj^ ^35itn 
^ ^ ^ ^ 3IT^ nfetfn ^ ■'TO tl >3TO ^ ift ?I^ t 

fe winft tPMPlili ^ ^3tfm % ’sw ^ ^ ^ t, «rafe ^ % 
af1Si<pRi, «if?r ^ 3 rj*i^ #i 


^ ^ ^fer (^) m. fcT. fen t fe nri^^ra^M ^ 

nr^ ^ nn fgi ^^^ l «^^ 45% ^ ariira? nttin ^ 

I 3ik yn5R ^t ^ftnRjpqj tfe> 3rfiifem, 1995 % fem 5:(3) (n5) 

I nfer few 2 (^) ^ nan fe rt ile ; 50% % at^ ^ n?^l 

ttj3 Ull>il»i^ gm nii^ 

8| qi ri^^ Pm<^ | c|c^] % fepT 2 (^ atgnR gain ^ ?ncn4 ^ 

i gtMK<nl' ^ ^ nit WT ^ afR ^ c|<i 4 «P(?iim 1 ’ ^ ^ 

I gpi ^ nifeg # aram feinn g^ pRg ^ ag4l ggnnn ^ ^ 

I ggnnn nn ^!n> n’j® nm n?i^ ggnnn’ <p|Sid mfei % 

I fertWt arani annranji ^ anfei n ^ nr ^ ^ ggnn annlg n ^ ^ 

I nm^ fg TtnsK % ggnnnjt ^ gain ^ fear 1if[ mm nmpn I 
mfepr^ ^ # fe feri^rfenr ggiR^ % a1^'% feika afh: 

gg^ #«n % gmgjrft rsmmi t :- 

I n>. fer? n>ffeng ^Prarwr fer. 

■^g^ fcfPfes 

n. ^ijggg arenrcftg rjM fe. (n^ nn mtg) 

I n. ^g^ ffS^nn ilgWfepg *mP7w lot. 

g. ■^g^ ytn^ft iPlcpcg fe 

g. ^rg^ ngm aio«Poflg ^jog ^pRjog lot. 

g. Tlg^ align aro^rcllg i?>>g i(<l4>og lot. 

g. Tlg^ -r^ug^ atogoflg 

a. irnan^qg epfejoi nnn^ng 

z._ Tlg^ gloPUg ipjfep fe. ,. . ^ . 

9. misi c p r ’ll ^ fg feifep g%n intn n gra arnra ^ man ggmnl ggnngl 

vn ggrmn 1338738 ^11. nn. fertRn fenr ti m ^i^ ggnpft mmfetl 
mr ggtmn, g#n % ggtmn, gl 2647350 ifl. gn. t. ^ 50% ^ ’ll 
gfej 11 ara: tt i lBicpi^ gr arfem # fe femra# % 3i4 ^ illoR ^l mnfeii 
g^galn#i 
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5.1 


10. ^rgfm ^ ^ t : 

> vm^ i\ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

^m^ ‘^s^^ wm\ w STT, ^ Piuilijcf> ^t%tt ^ srwR w 11 

?rf> felT ^ HIC'iOtft ePTT^ % ^ 

cT^TTcfR ^TRTcT ^ W ^ t ^ ^ 

mfer ^ f^r^ viM'HWisff ^ amrfecT 

TH 3T^ 3T2Tm 3TFTmf ^ ^ ^ v3 W$mT ^ ti ^5^ 
t wm ^ %>fitcPT^ oZTNR ^ itm w\[^ 

^ ^ ct^ Wfer cj> f^ cFIT^ tttt ^ I 

> t 3r^ M ^ ^ f % f^ 

^■9T ^ ^ ?FW W 11 

> Vj^lc?^ ^ ^ ^ HTSTf XJcr ^ ^ ^ tR# 

^ ^Hchi'fl t i cfsnft, ^ %qFn w i 

> ^ ^ ^5feT ^ ^ 200% ?TW “ift 

^reiW ^ ^5fW ^5^ 200% ^ ^^RTTl "PT^ V3?^TT^ 4 

fj1*^qKMI oijcj^K 3lft^ c|p^^ c^)+ic1 3PT^ ^'Hdl ^ ‘jf^ 

■=^[^ ^ I 


y ^ricPf^ ^ W t eFTT^ ^ «fMR ^ 

3njf?R^ ^ ^ t, ^FJTlif^ Prafe % IRTtupTFs} ftSTJ Tyrr ^ ^ 

amr 3T^ ^ ^ ^ I 

2 fgrnn^. >3tpfl^3ff c!gn g?^ 

11. q?# ^ W t : 

)>” f^mt^ 'H'ftSTT vSim M^fkl ?T8TT sflRlc^ % ^ ^ ^ I 

^ 11.2 % Cl^ ^iPi^Rici 3lNia 

sra^, ^ ^ 4 3rt%T ^in^Pi'ff IR^cT ^ ^ 11 

f^RT^ sn^TR ^ Piuilirq^ ^ ^ 11 qiftcpicpdt fcRft cR? 


2364. GI/2006—2 
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[Part I—Sec, I] 


TR 

^ cfRRiT I ^ 

^3TT^ tptt 11 

> 31^-31^ 3T^ v 5TM % Him ^ 3T% M ^ ^ 

^ ^ ^ ^?ifeT t, ^ ^‘TRcT ^ wu Tre^ ^ 

! ^ ^ ^ 11 

|> illl^chlcbdi sfRT 3TFITcft ^ ^!3rHT ^ t #? 

cTNcFn ^ t, 3 Ict: w^ ^ % OTTsHTaf sm 

■ Tigcf^r 3n^f)^ % tr xrt smi % 

I aTTcjT^ I 

> ^TlflTT % ^rtWf % 3TRmT fcrf^fW fsl^ilcb ^ 

^ TfRT SltWt ^ ^ t, ^ ^ ^ 

I ^ I xRi % ^ f^nf^ ^ t 

^ 1% ^3Tt3TK % q1'<i*i 'dq«fi £[RT cpiRccp 'di'SI ^ cf^ Hlc*l 

wu tl ^iftcbichdl ^ yf^rf^ y^ wT^^ryR 

^ t f^Rrti T7y^ ^ ^ y>tH?ff y^ arferymy yrar ^ 

^ snyRT ^^fifyr yyr 11 #^Wten^ xrt % 3ny5% Trytf^' 

3ny5^ t #? ^ ^ ^ tl yif^rwy^crf t ^ y>m yt 

^Jt^^yR cblRyi vjiwT, di^cin, ^ ^ 

t# % fcR)^ MienM yrftyysft 4 ^nymt y5t w y My yt 
WTT tg ^ ^ % 3ny>^ y^ yM Mr 11 yiRiy>iy>df 

i t yMr ^ ^ y^ 2000 - 2001 , 2001 - 2002 , 2002-2003 % 

% 3TTy>^ y^ Mr t 3fR ttertaiiR % fciy 
I ^ w % ^ayy>^ yy wity y yRt ^ yryy yy ^ 

J3T HTH^ yypiT 11 

!> yyMj yft ye^M % ^3?yTyy ^ yg^ yjw HM t % snyry 
y^ yjyyM ^ yM M yr^ t siyfrRy^ tt ywT t 

#? yr^ ^ yyfey> #t % M ^ tr yy ti .iM 
mRuih>w^m mddM yjcyj % y>RW yM y 3id>^Ii^y ^ tr 
mIciM yRt ^ srM t, 3iftg yjyyM yjc^ % yn^ tt yR^ 
yRTR ^ "jft 5'ticpi y^^ yjy tt y?T 1 1 

> yq! ^ yRcfty ^scyiyyt ^r ^, yft ycM yrry ^ ^yy^Jy yR ^ 

t. iqoi vicMiqy?! t yicyt y5t yfy yt yt t?fy^ yt stsm 
3nyj^ yt tl stct: % MM MM % yM 

^?yyT^ Riyy % yy^ aiMm y^ t diecb) yt Mryrart 4 








[Vmi— 
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^ c^i ^3fiW % Prf^ Tfff^j^n ^ 

^^iPidi c^, % w ^ ^ PiRicii Trmr ci5t 4 3iM^Iki ^rmr t 

3TSM Tfrar ^ ir 3RRS}cTT ^ 11 

> ^ ^ t ft> cpff^ ^Tfer ^ ^ vi^KH elFM % 

3Tftf^RcRT ^ vi cll^Rch MW, tl^ TJIltiT ^ ^^rttefT 

31^ % yRT el Mid, Pr4ll^d fvRT tR RRoc yif^ 4 )|>[] ^ 

f^, TR 3fR, cbiR^ch ^ffer % wnw ^ ^ 

cTTW cTSn ^ MW vJ^TcR 3igqi?T vJ^^tJTfecT fcjj^ viTR I 

^ WT % W Pl*d(eiRgd % 'H^Rld % %pft^T WRT 

3TSM W TR^cT Mdcb l 4) cf^r 

oilM'HlRlch afIfllM ^ cf>^ M :- 

• wfe # I cTsn # II 

• 3TR3i']'rf)4 % c|5t ^Rddl 

• ^TM ^ ^fcmw TJ4 ^TWR <^>yicbH 
VR^R^ 4j^c^ichH ?Tsn yuiciTii f^rzm TrtfJ^sff 

>• ^ RR iR #TT wftxT, 

% ■^jpi ^ 3TT^ TRI 

> vJlitTT ^ 3Ts}cZm57P3ff % % cljRUT t sfR ^ cjjRR 

^ Mc^ ^ 4?4Pl>ii)‘ gRT Mft ^ ^ ^ m 

■E|^ ^ OTdT v5THT 11 ■EI^ 

^ ^ aiT ^ ^iw W 'HH'WIsff % WR W ^=9TT%T ^ ^ iffT 
cfR^ ^ 3RRT2} ^ I 

> ^ fMP^prf ^ ^ ^^rw vmw>Tft ^ 

^fR^ d^TT w w armrfeT wit^ ?rit % 

RT^ ^ ^ 3^- tl ^ ^ ^ TTR v ft jj 

% ^5^rw PrW ^ ^^tm t ^ PrR'd 

^ fenifili^'l* % ^ cfR% cHt 3T^I^ ^ 11 

12. ml^cbi'D ^ ftte ^T^ch ^ 31^ cT^ TR ^ ^ 

f^W t I WT TlfcPreft^T ^ WR ^ 'HHM 

^ ^H'^i<jRi ^ ^ m ^ t I 
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13. iirr ^ ^ ^ ckh'I'O^t ^ ^ i ffech 

^ ttcP ^cqr^ % ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ A 

clT^i ^ c|x#? ^I^^T ^ ^J?qK f ! ^ 

%gM (v41t<i»ifi), otttt^ f^mr^ 

wmftl^ 3fi^ ^ 3mf^ % 'm eTPj) ^ f^mr^ % 

sF^-l 3ft^ ^ ^ ^TTte gm ^ ^ % armR tr Rpm 

i RwW artte ^ 3ft cjRResiH ^ 

; w ^ v5ftT^ % arj^ # ^ ^ ^ ftmRPJM 

i % cTSp Rlffbijl ^ ^epH^ RFTcf ^ ^ qfer^RT ^ ^ I 

' ^ RTOf % ^jRict 3n4^ ^ v5q^ ^rw q^ ^ f^mR 

^ f^ ?T2n girr ^qcw qRPrr ^ i qrf^iciqfr 

qte qRrlT t f^ W qert#T ^TSTcfT tt ^ ^- 

^ai?qr^ qrq f^ qq? 'HiiJ^ch Rn^ ^ t ^ qR 

Rpj^ cmr ^fpm ^ i w^ Rr^k mRppRt irt RiRft ^ptri Mq % ^ 

cfsq qRf^rfrpR cqRT ^ fq ftpH ^ t ! q? qpT ^ 

^fcft t Rq cPdlflq ^ RJJ^ 3fcq?^ nJSTRT % WT ^ Rp 
3T9Tm qcp ■^-vd^iq HM R-ll vJRRT 6^11, «ric^ R^kcf cRIT dMld 

j im q^l^q^r gRT RFTcT ^W\t ^#?T 3npft qlM ^ cmInDh 

3TTHn? ^ % WK cplR^ q5t ^cMic^q cTFm % fMRq h rm\f^ 

?Rn ^Rrt ^ ! mRwft ^ ^^Rrt wmw t Rq q^qM gRT 

fkq^ Tf STRTR tjtt 3nE?R qpf R 3ft? ^ srqqr R ^ k> Rpm 

qfterq^ gRT RrRmcr RRTrRm/qqrRpT k i qrRrqqft R sppft 3 tRr 
qTRT ^ vj^Ttq % Rck ^ qvfRk q^ qg^^TR k^R feqr 3fR qR 
Rrt t I ^ kRT v37Tcn t Rq toRr ^qRpff gRT ptrctt qq 
Rpm im q^fepR ^ ^ R cR^ qRi^d ^tt^ctt qqn q^ q?r q^ 

% \ 

14. -m^ ^3?qTq % qivwRq> vidiigq RPPT qq RpiRr Rff^ qrRpPTff IRT 

arqqrq qq qqq gfecRiiT % si^qR % stpir qq 3 pj^ wqqq 

erppT qrt Knq ^ ^ qqr t l ararRrqjRt 

ERqcf qq RpiRr qRT ^ ^pqqq R q^qq cp^^ qM q5t Rpm, ■qqq^ 

mq, qn-'gRmff 3 t^ qrq, ^tr ^nk q5t Rpm, krq rppt, Rq 
Rpm, fm Rpm qsn Rtp^t, 'HIHm q^n qRRTkq) (xrp^R) RgRf q%q qRr 
qqq q>RcR q^ oqq A ^ Rf^ qqr t ! Rprq ^ ^ Rkq 

qsq Rqqr qqqtq RR qq^q^ q5t Rt Rtq q5t q^ l!” q> I ^ qRt qq^qR qr 
qgqrRrqr qRR qrRt qqrRnR qSt RpqRq Rrt q1%qf q^n qqqqq RR Rptlq 
kqqq q^ % RqR R RRtr Rf^ w t I^rtR qqqqq RPiq, qq RwRr 
kPTT RT I qRj R^lcIcplC! qRqq qq Rt^Rr RqR q^ 

TjRt tiR 22% 3TPT % q^tRiq Riq qrkpr, qqrrqq Rpm (emit ^ ^ 


I 






[^I—W __O 

3TW sfR RxiKisfi^ A ^ 

% wr ^ virmr ^ ^ v^rmr t I 3rr2T ^ sztt^ \m ^ 

eTFT?T ^ ^ZJF5T ^ ^ qR^lf^d ^Tmi # f^T^ 

^T^rtfri^ efTH ^ ft>^i ^ I ^ ftjqi vjiidl ^ cFTT^ 

M ^ ^ 22% ^ 3M ^ ^ ^ t ?rf^ ^^TcpT WR 

Pl^Rd 3TR ^ wtff ^ yc;i<*>^ Rrtt ^ricn t afR inRm?Rt ^ ^t^^TcRU ^ 

^ ^ ^ 1%^ ^ ^ ^ ^Ruii+^t 

PwtRc! XTRFT irrf^ ^ stRrp ^ t I 

15. fr^ ■q^RfjRlf ^ cT^ fen t fe qjTR^cb ^ ^ Rr|K|#T 

wiK ^ ^ ^ t ^ ^ ^ nfer u^Tt^ m\ 

3lcl<l’3lcl<l Srfer 3f^|5RiWt ^ fe? R)^l ^Jlldl ^ I n5Rf)R % ?fe ^ 

^ ^ 3fR ^ ferJKIsSiH ^RqK % ^ ^=FTH ^ ^ nfeTM ^ 

€ZIH ^ ^ Rb^i ^PTT I ^ ^T?T 'te ^ vni^l ^ fe ^fRT Wf 

fe^, fen, 3nfe %Ron ^ ^ % \ ^^ irm ^ ^ ^ 

t fe chlR^icb ^ ^ ^ >3?qK # 3fR ir 3rra^W WTl^ 

^ trM, ncnfe iMfeft ^ ^fer 

fertyui ^ ^ ^ ^^jrnn # I w^ ^5fer Pwfe 3fe, ferr fe 

WT t, %cr^ wn^ yf^ sfR yfe?n emnf ^ 3fet ^ 

^ €t t ! fe TR ^ ^i^ncT # fe 

^ wftynr cmR^4> ^ m yfer ^ ^ ^ ^ yjfffe ^ % 

^[fen 3fR srymf ^ftutfe>t ^ ^ ^ ^rfe yifesRt yn 

fety I fe I^fRPT ^ 3R} n# # fe f^fer ^ ^ ^F WTT^ 3reFT-3Tcm ^ 

^jrmr # sfR arry^yy? fefernj, ^ yfer ^rm ^ xstt^ Ff sfR 
Fwr ^ ^ 3TRRT ^ t fe ^ ycpR % ynyf ^ ygc?^ ^ 

^ I ^ ^ ftfef ^3^<^l^4>1 % 'HdMiM^ ^ % ^krr 3T^ ^ 

yeTT fen "Rn ^ I "nF wny sny^yy) ^fe ^ ^ ^rfer 

ot^srtR.^^ ^ ^ I feg, nfemft g5feflf ^ afe ^ ^ ^ nrsn nrfe, 

^fer y>^, yR ^ f«m>^ ^fer, y^fer yym, ySfer cisn a# 

nrfe % fefer % yyfeM Bit ^ ^ Byfei y^tnn Bfef 

3iBn-3fBy feiR fen nm t i 

16. F^gB yaryjRt ^ nF cfe fen t fe t^ 3 it^ % 

yfepTR} fen vjfiy I nF ^ fen ^nmi t fe fej^r arfe mR^iih 
v3^ ^ yRnfeP t^ an^iRcf t 3ik y^fe ^ nM nr 

^ BFm ^ ^ ^ Bnft t nr y^fe BF-wny ^ sfR 

>3cWT BFRT BT fefe nF^BR fen BRI t F^ftfe yBBRl 

^ fen BT f^nRR fenr nm t ( nF fen BRn t fe nfe cpit 
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to'I'TI'I ^ JTHtft t sfR ^ arafit % 

I artsitmr ^ t, ?fr 5 ^ 3 rilra> ^ ^ ■nf t 1 

17 . iiotp^ WR-^R ^ ?T^ (^<11 % yMnltrai % ^ vjii ^ 

1 ^ ^ 'jfpft '3'?^ 'ffPT ^ % ’ft ^ gqieii 

[^qi % I ^ 'Tte 'Jiidi % 'tiq<s ^JIR % ^ viqqtwi % 

ft fticgft ftj aifiRjR ^ ftiv^ ct>i4'qi^ ft 31^ ?R? ^ iiiRRn 4t -nf 13fi7 
5^ cpri^ft ^ ^Hcbl'O ftft cRlT fftft^n qRft 351 ^ amiFR 33H ft53I 
■W t I 



WPR^ 5RT 3? cl^ 331 t fft> 31^^ uTR^ ^ ftftiftftT 
33T t afR \3H35I^ 3ft ^gftftft ftft 3«ir Ullftqilft 3ft '«Tft3) W33 35^ % 
3iitr3)R ft5 ;rtc[3^ ?^35 3«T35i^ 3ft ^aftar ^ 3f t i m l ^3>nn ftfe 35^ t 
fft5 3133^ fft33I3aft ^ 1ft33-7 ft ftftnft3i anSJR 33 5^^ 3ffiTOpft 5RT 
'JiHchl'ft TRg?T ftsTT vsnft 3>I 3I33FI t 33lft g3lft fftftrt 3Ri! ^ >53 3R 
3mj I 131 f^R13cft ft 31 ftt v3333 t 35^33 g n 33> T ^ 3ft 3i 3ft c3I3R 
3jfcf35I3T 3|7335J^ ^ 3RI3T ftftt 3fRI «(H3>l'ft 3it 3t3ftt3 fft533 ^ ^ 
(^3113^114 33iffft5 13533 3|en3r #l ^ ftft 1tfcR3ft! 3ft 31c3^ 3fcR3ftt 
cTO ^ 3mpTl aiSI3T 3!ftlft) 135351 Sfmil ^ ^ ftft Sll^ 33 arRlf^t3> 
HfitfcT 33T3 t;I# 3I 3ft uRWft 3313 3R 3?I ^ aRRI ftft anf^ 33 f^Rtft 
335 c3f3^T ft ft3ft 3IH35lft 3T3T 3ft 31331 ft3ft 3n335rft 3ft 3«mft SRT 
fftRft 333 ft) 3t3=ft3 atm 33 33H ^ 3^ ^ 3fl3 31 3f^ 

'3t?3 33 atmifftcT ^ vSft Hllftthlfftftf SRT 13ft 3131 3T31I fftRI 3tP3 3ll%l I 
13f l ft3Ht3 ' ^ ft airft 31 ift 3t33PT t ft) 131 3333 ^ 3|H^ 3)1 3ptRn 
Wf^cl 3)3ft qiot 35I3)R ^ ftftl aTJlfft ^ ftql ftJtft ^3)) l^g3’ 
35I35R 3ft 3^ ftj^I 3tT13T I 131 ^3ftl3I 3riw ft 3)fft33 c3I3R 3iftftt 
55tR3)rft 3ft )ilt!l-ft3 333T 33T t ftRtft 313^5 W ^ cWHcft cRII 3ft3ftf 3t 


3i3te ^Ch lft 3ft3 3RI 3fter3?ftcT utRcplft ?nfftef ft fftRtft) 3p3lft % 
3ftu |R -M3 5 M Hlr l 33>ft 3ft 31?3^ iftRqsft cTR afR ftRft5 

qR» ii q3<i3 i) 3 )3)3ft^ % an3R 1M 33 yfttfn 33m iftqr i 13^ 33t3)rft 

SRT 3 )3%! tnft> ftft v)|H»| 41 ^ 3tRt 1ft33I3tft ft? HI fttlftftu 

353313 % 3t^J35R 3ft 3ft afl3 135 55^ ^ ')1H4)l'ft 3ft Ullft3)lft IRT 135 
3R5 3t 35g^ itft ft) 353 ftftftft 353355 335 ft> <l1ftl3dl ^ lift 3Tcft 311333^ 
3R353 ft 3t3'ft3 ft I 3 )3%! an3R 33 33^ 35133)5^ 3)5 353t3ftt3 3553ra 
3533)5ft 3)5135 ft 3335 335 ftift 3l33ftftt 1ft3353cft ^ ft33'6(7) fti aTjaR 
35ftt 135J3) 3W=P5Tf 3ft fftfl85R ft) 5333535 3)3535 335 I 












fiTmi—i3 




IS 


’ST. qigH^TCH^nfSR 
'er.i 

19. giTtn % ftjjn t ft>:- 

i. cpt ’ft Pliild* ft FH aftftw ^iftten ^ ft 

wqVi ’T^ feqr t I 

ii. ^ ft?ff 3?sjftT ft.TT.amfttqjT, 3 Rw <wi /ft «t>1R<;«i> fttei ^ 

*IR?T cpt 117 fft’lftT ylRn 7?I I ft?if aiaiftl 

wm dan wiH ft WT ^ift ^ ^ 5ra^ ftiiRRi t l 

iii. nftl7 aregjcft sm ftt ’i^ wrflid wnnsift aftr ^ nW dft aiR ft 

"raft fij 1^ TR nra dd ’iRd eft fftdfd fijin w t". dm wm ft % 
•fte^qi fftdtcT mc-l cftddt ’nj I ftd^T ftftt ft> vJdliqqft aft? 

fftftddft ft> dlHM ^ dan fftqfd dftdcft dft dftm g^Fd gP l R^d d>?ft 
ft) ffti? tfftdFd, ftdT, gjftft, dan dSld<l) emdit, dt®r dndeft, ftd) 
nmft dan aim ?dft ft ftd? ft) fftnf ^ 
dij I 

iv. IftdWi ft aiftsr t fftr ft amft-amft ati^ ft) aimR d? d? ?anftd dft 
fft) ddft) fftdfd nidd eftddf d? d#f ^ f (dlft ftft fftdfd md dft aiaidl 
ft?ft ft?it eft Iftdf dif ^ aft? menftftl gsdft dft ?^ ^ nft l^if^ ft 
dldd dft ^d'd'jRl iftft dft ddlel'll dff t I 

V. -fisi-s ftftt ft ’n?d dft dtft dift Iftdtd *rtT sift dft and?dd) ^ ft 
d5 aiRId dtff ^ dfttd dft mc-1 dan srf^ dft ^Kiejlri ftft dft 

?nmiTd#t I 

vi. ?m)ftt ai?d ft fT fftdfdf ft) ftdd ft ’d?fttar ddlKeft ft d^ fftdl t % 
?m;ftt 3I?d ft) Pldldeft’ 5I?T did! aft d^ fftdfd dftdd dft affft *ddft1d ?Id5 
n m ddtfft) ddndd), fftdfdd) dan andifftdf ft) ftd ganddn ?Id3ftdI 
^ t I >j?n^-^>j dd) ft did! t fft) ft aidftt ?I?Idd) d)dfftdf-?T3)ftt ftftl^ 
ddiftt (d?idft3nfft1) aft? ftd $f%d (dd.f.) in. fftr. (d^iftfddf) 
dft diftm iim eft ftd5 did dd fftdfd ^?ft t I ft?n dm fftrai dndi t 
fft) iidijilijijd) , wjftantJft 3ff? ifdftftdf ?id ?id<r ^dfftdf f aft? 
ddft) fthd d1?d eft ?ift5 dldl ft) fftdfd ft) ffti? dd) 5Idd fftmi gan t I 
fftdfd aftdd dft dftdTdT ft fftfid t % ftft didft ft digi Pldldeft" dan 
andiddft ft) fttd dfti ganddn ndd ftfft dft ftdieni ft dft fftdfd dftdd 
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vJipft vSTRft t I ^ ^ <i ?q P i 4)' ^ ^ ^eff^ ff 

^ smiR <i>i4*dm (JiiiPiiii ^ cift cnsr? ^ «i|5t # ^ 

^ I4>'< «ii>{ (?)(cb'l CjAl c|>^ vjFcIcI cpK'isii'ii^ia Pl<jld cpl*ia 4) 

PUMl-fui 4> 'Pifer ?(«IT w4t t I 

vii. ftpprtai t ^ Tn?^ ^ ’TTcT C|5t aRTST, fslaft =1# 

<l>'(dl ^ I ^R?Tj4ten^5Fft 3(k <i'«<ns*l4 ^ 35t ailMK 

wsR t I 4 45^P)iii vj-HiiiliiiiH) SRI ftftRd ’tm 

^ IR 4 ^ 3Ii 4 ^ ^Rtft f I m ?M sp#t4f 4) 

I 4lxt fi; ^ ^ ^ ’THT uiT t I sfR 

. ^ ^3^ 3R ^ t 3fR arq^t-aprft wf|4f 4 

! ’M'J1<5iR 4)' 4> ^ 4 ?nPra ^ 7 ^ t i c|^ fIrM % 

' >?F1^ ?I8n 4> #5 W dm M -HiilHd #TT 

I t 3fR ^ ftcfcn t I ^ fraiftj 

I ril'd 'RR4l3n^i!fl/lR?4tlJ>1^ 4> 30 4 41«ict) 311^ ^ ellch-l 

! <tRflS!H 35t wfRpT % ^ t 3ft ^ 4t 3# 

■ 03RTf t I Plf^ 3llJ|0l'{1 3? 3ra?3 % 3? ^TTW iMplifi % 

i ttRiST 33 aniRKr iRRft^ afR rpt 3 ^ 331 4 l f^ oqmi'fl irt arfer 

■ 31331 3145-313 3fr 3>4)?H 5^ 1^ ^ 'd*ll4lf«1d f453 3TFt 3>t 

333333531 t 3I145 3)|'R I1 ’1I33 ^3 ^t33 M M3 ^ 3^^ I 

i 3R3 % 3333^ 350 Pr3f335t 3rak W;^M|5 3133 35t 331; 

I 310 M Mf3 353^ 33 331^13 sn3lR3f-5Rrq4terT^ 33T 33€t33^ 35t 

■ ; 3Tife3 ft53T M# 3lf4R 3jai3T 31^-313 Ml 0131 t 3^ 145 ^pM3 54 M 

; M t I iRR^tWP 4530 335 33II335 355 355 35^ t M f43f5 3?! 

«ft^ 35331 355^ ftRH 3^ t 3^ 3F 35)3 3034l3Tlf# 33T 30^t33^ 

’ 355 t 05 f43ui3 3310 35 ^ f I 50 353 355_MM' 35R35 35c3^ t 145 
' 33T 35331 3^, XRR^tef^ 35331 30453^ 150 05# 3^5 3Tli53 33355 

55050 33T 3555050 14355, 053105 553 30 1 3 14 3) 053?# 3#? 053 3# 1J0 
357 # 45 M 33f<3 # I 

. I 

• Vlli. ! ^ T^PT vSTRTT t, ?TerT% ^ t % ^ 3Prfe 

■ % ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ t 

; % ^ ^ ^ ^ wm t 3fh? ^ 

’ ^ t % xcRPit ^ ^ ^ ^ ^(ci^^cbdi 

i t i ^ WT ^ f3rr, ^ ^ PFTT^ ^ M MRufH t 3fh? 

317^ ^ ^ t % ^ 3TPt ^ f^kv^ 

V3#IT ^ ^ arf^ 3f[T dcT ^ lid^lijlrf c^t ^ ^ I Rfijfdcpf % 

i WT ^ ^ ^ ^ mrw t ^ ^^f^ ^ ^ 

eft ^ WT cT^TT 5# ^ ^ I 
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[viFTI—Tgprgi] 

ix. gfitn ^ 3r?^ mp^sT ira ^ femPufl <f Pi nlcifeid 

("Sp) t sfR 3?RjtRI 'H<b(^liT 3tTORT <i|H«P [ fl ^ ^ 

cPTRI t fvRT# *IT^ ^ t ft? ^ ^ ftj ajTOIrf g>t *tr 5 II (5303 

c[5t ^ ^ 13766 ■4lvjn#j|i^v!'H SRi 71 ^ ^tirai 

(10560 ?f51 ^ ^ 303 4.^ ^ gpHl 4 TOlft 31^ t I 

(^ ofii cp HFT^ <r sfRmr ^-ciiP(f5»i<p airaR ^ ^ 

arm cfR TR 5000 ^ t i ^rir an^xRi ^ vjH3>pft % 

Jit^RR ^jfWianftT^ tRT Efm ictpj ■>F 7 atram airaj^ % ?Rn 

aW TiT^ 7]^ t I am; brt 3ri^ ■n^ tr 

p|<(ld <7)1*10 ^ p|tll)(u||4 f^)7ll vilPf I 

(7T) cpfffep <eWT cRiT amr 4?ff 4 SfM atwm aritlg? 3 rr ^ 

TJF t ^luMan^siRT IRi Tiij arjOT? ift an^ ^ aimra 

3R1MRI # 1^ 3R4tcPR ^ t I iiaf4'm#! ti^ 

<5^ ^ ^ fq atraraf cp ^ ^ eft# ipijRiT t l 

(^) Bffm ^ ftemp ftrni t i% 4ft rnmirn ^ % 4 ^ 4>t»mt aram 
<3^ aiftcp ^ TR ftit; isni^ f eft ^ f^ift if arraraf 4>t 
4)t7m 4^ <3^ c[)i ftad ^)1im 4 aiftpj i 

WPn ^ 4ft ft ft# 4^ 4#4 # ^PIH 3RI4T ft4cr ft# 4^ 

#44 tR 4Rft t I 

(;5) ftft# 44TT4# ft) 4RT fW W ft ftlMdR #4 ## 514414 t I 
(4) ftp# # TJ^grR^raT 4«ra>R ^ 4? 4141 4# ft)4T t ftp <34# mmn^ ^ 

#Ef4)r#4 ftftmatf % 4B4 ^ t am: ^ amft-amft Pimf % ftro ft 4r3tR 

441 #4# 4)1 ftpift 4Rft ft) fcR 7444 I 

(# ftj>4m# ft# @441 ftVI # 4^ 4i4 # gct4I ft 44# aifttPJ t I 

X. 44414 44T ai4ft4)T % ft# ft ftt*4 ft) ft# # f4 44ft) ftf4ftft ft ftftftm 
4444)# 44emT 4Rr^ 4^ 3ik 4? 4#4T 441 ftP (1) ft ft41 ftl*4 # 44# 
4141 ft ftrafti 4Rft t, (2) ft^ 7144 3f4ft44 5171 fftftl5( ft# # 4R4 
# fft4ftl # 4)t44 ft m 4^ 47 I## fftmi 411 751 t, (3) 41I4H ft 
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I ^ ^ ^ ^ c^tTRT ^ w Prafer ^ ^ kr ^ 

1 

I xi. fcf^^ Tf^ cfj ^7^ ^ ^ fcu/[i)i4) ^ ^ 

I Pinf^Rad ^ v33TT?:- 

j ^ mr ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

WTT 3Tc^ % 3n^ ^ t 6# 11^ ^ 

I ^ ^ivTTT? ^ t 1 ^ ^gsrr^ 1^ ^ t ]jTl^m>rft 

j ^ ^ ciTt WTT ar^qj^ % eiTETR 

I cj> 3TmR R I 

1 . ' 

^ ^3^ 3n^ ^ ’ft t fftj ’JiraH ^ ^ iPratcT ’iff ^ ^ 

j f^lfft ?ft ftj Hlfttblft ^ tp^ ^enfltj Sft ^ vm'IH ^ fq 

j sirairff ■ft ftflftcT -g^ip qmt ftft ^ IftipiRii i ^;^|3ft7 ift 

wi t fft> fft’ifti ^ftRi % Piyfyui ftM ft^ 7r5?f gpR^, 

I <iajT UJra ip ^i^ET ft OTiHaj’iff ’T'J t I 

j 

i 

V) Prf^ yffilcbifl ^ ^ ^f\m ^ 

^ CZTR57T ^ 3fk ^ 1W t ^pftf^ ^ cj> 

^miTH ^ ^ sfRm ^ t 3fk MR^iH^k*)^ ^ 

^TT^ ^ |3n t I 3 Tct: wt ^ % t>k ^ ^ ^ 

sngN ^ t I 

I ^.2 Pi<(fnq>Ti % : 

I - 

I 

I 20. ?i§cp MiHchlft' ft feqi t fftj :- 



^IsKftt 3R^ ft ^ m^’T ’iff fSIT t cpftffftj ^’iftjJSRT ’T'J 

aii^ ft ^nf^ fl?iT f fit) ^’ft’ire’T’iff |3n f I 

3Ii4<i<p SRI <{')( ^vfP? ’PT snuTti 3(1^4 W'**i^i’ft^ ’iff fI ft 

’IPRt t 3ft7 ^’ift 31% ■gfent t I Mlfil<t)|ft ?ft wlirt cp nftvSHlsI 

StraR ft) Wt ft ?n ft f f ftf'(ft3| | j T' H ip spfftjl^^ ft) STfipff ER 

ftgR pft 11 fft) PumRui ft) Mft'jRisf ftgp?r siraft ir i 

infirapft 5 RT «ira hrp ft pieii iiTfSH ft? firaftRi ip straR 

PP Ilff f%n IRP t I ipf%TcprM ft': IJPPR Stipiff pft 

^iftfftm fftnp t pftffft) ft fftfftpt ftfftf ft tHif 3t^f?1 t. ^raiR 

?lfttep 31PR1I PR ft ■pf t I IFlftfSP 31pift ft 3%:1iap PfilPBP RPTcff 
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^ ^ 3TFt cIRI W t ^ % 

gd’ii'jRi ^ ifmiw ^fiT «it^ ^ 

3rra?jra>tTT # I ^ =5111^? ft? g? etra ^ ft”!^ 

^ % cpT ^ ^ ^ ?nft[cT ^ 3i5rai ?iift^ ^ ^ ^ 

^1^ ^ ^ 3)l^ld<t) ■'ft ^ f I nftH ^ 

ftykul ■'iR^ ft siRiR ^ ^ ^ ftftjftit % ^Ffttj. ft ^ PhmR“ i 
ftRIT ufR sRift Mlrid'iltft ^ ^ I 3)ftd<lft ft? ft ^fRTI 

'JliftT ft WTRPT ft? 45% ^ aite'di yfttcT ^ ^ t aft? 
Tra?R ^ 3f^ HHci'S'f ft? 50% m ^ ftt ^ g??ft, ?ft?n ft? 
fttHRJpth tft?P Pl'4?TNcft, 1995 ft? ftpR 5(3)(^ ft? ?nai ft?R 
2(?3) ft ^iPlftd t I 

(iV) 4?T XRRiftj ft ^ gR t I ?11??T 4ft ftft ci)imR4j ft? 

fft^tcT cir-Hnq ?ft aft? yd4ft 4?^ 4rai 4ft E4?4 ft ?^ft ^ ftw clPJ 
4sftfti?T ?% t I TRi^Kp?^ 4?T d«ii4?ftRt 4IS4 4if^.g4ft?n ??rr4 araft 
ft? ^t?T4 3?ft4? wftft ^fftt? 4ft 3fR 3)ft4>RI 3RT ftftf 441 ^Tjftt 
siHift ft ftt?^ arft5f44T 4?4 SR'I> 4ft ft? ft4 ft? 3i4? ft? ''fld? ?4T 
t I ftlan^'Jtl? 4ft44 ftt 45114 ftfts ^ ft? arrai? 4? emi4T 44T 4ft^ 
ftt 4I44ftftt 4?FJ4 ft44 ^ 4ftfft? ?4 ft 4144 4lf^ 

344444? 4)4 ft atl^W ft4I I ft4f44?-54fftft?c4 41 ftt 4)*flS!H 41 4lft?- 
3(4 ft? 3441? 4? 4?I4 4R ?lft?4T I 

(V) f?T ?144 ?i43r ftftf ?lfl4 fft''4 •fl? ft 4ftl^ ?fl^ ftt 3(11(4? 414 441 

4?4 ?4?((^ f^lfcl 4ftt ^ t I 5?(ft? 4Ru|IH'W'h4, <hR<: 4) ?ltel 4ft 
4ft44 44 ^ t 3ft^ ?44 ft ■444? ftftt 441 3(*(ft<(>l ft 41ff?(4? -ft?! ^^t 
4ft44 44 t I 4lR(cW4?4i ft ^ ftt? 4? 'dftil'! Ift?41 fft? 
cpiRccp 5lt41 ft? ft4 ft Hicl'dMiRd fft*4 S1441 fft*4 ft 44 '3c414 ftt 
444 ftt gel'll ft 3(fS(4? % I 

(vi) iRlfttxpif ft fftft44 ft41 t fft? i??lftt4 45ft ft ^ t aft? ■41??1 4ft 
^ ftlft 1ft4f4 44444 ?ft t I 4?4ftf ft anft 45 ftt 4141 1ft?41 t fft? 
lRlftt44^ 44 44(4?R14 4144 4lfftR ^^ifttell 5(14 314fft ft? ft?H «fft4? 
4(?ftf4 ftfftl? 4ft 3ft? 3lflt4?m 3(^1 ftftf 441 anjftf 415nft ft fttl54 
3(ft51441 4?4 ftR4? 4ft ft? ft4 ft? 314? ft? ftfd? ?511 I 

(Vii) ft4? 4?ltfft444 ft 4ft fft41 t fft? 'Hl*(l=4 ^ 44 RlSlt?"! ?(4^[ ftftt ft 
44f^4? ftl'SI 4)t *f1'^<4 fttdat ft 454 414ft ft 3ft?14 ft 314f41? fft>4l 
5(14 4 fft 454 441 3lfftc|? 414ft 41eff 4ff4df ft ftf4 ftf ftffea) ?ll41 
4ft 3ft?14 4ft44 ft 3Tg?Tl?, ft|?ll fft? 4eft? aicWft 4fftl44 ft 444fftl4 
fHl t I 4lfft(44454f ft fftfft^ 5nftl44ftt 4ft 5(14^^145? 4cl4 ^ ?t 
31444 45?141 t ^(^ 4?^ 4551 t fft 54 4fft(44 ft dfwll^d 4ft4ft 
"^jftftt 3(141?" 4? 31(4 l Rd # I 3(4: 5?1 ?i44 ft 44^4 ?1414t514 
cp?41 44tfrl4 t I 4?#ft 45 ftf 4ft fft41 t fft? fft4f4 ftt44 315(5:^ ft 
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^ mnf^ t I afcfRT, ^ 

= 46.06 # fciPm ^ TTci?r ^ 

yfriftarr ^ 3j^ ir> cfkn 3 r. = 45.79 ^ ^ ?!#> 

ttf ^ ^ fif) f^racT f%4fcT ^ ni>^l4e 3n^ t I ^ 
^ ^ fen Trqr t fe ^ wth % ^ ferfrr n>feT ^nr 

feri^ ^ ^il ^ % 3r^ ^ ^if^ci sftTRrlferf^ cplnd % 

mm m ^ fen ^ \ nro % ^ ferfci cfe^ nn 

fefer #3M3nf^^ ijTT % 3ffe^ arm n? fen*^ 3ft^ mm 
% ^ ^ ^ c[^ n? fen ^ n? vmnH ^ cnt c^i^ 
^ ferfcT ^ 2003-2004 % fen sn I 

! - 

^i. 3 


I 

i 


j 

i 



nrfen^ ^ f^fe mfenWf ^ annft-sfet ^rfe TPftmafi 3tk ^ fen 
n^ #?nfem nr^ nfensff ^ wr ^ 

3n4nn^ irt ffe ?fe n?r ^ nn fer t i trfefet fe nR^ t 
n¥ Tnn 3tfe ^friten ^ t srt: ^ ?pn ^nn# n?t Iferfcf nr^ % 
^ ^ 3ft^ v3^ fe ^nrnw n? feiR ^rnr'srtfe t i 


I nrg^nn^^gnT: 


I ^2. nrfemft ^ nm 9 n> (l)(n) ^ >hihm ^ % fefer % nnfenst 
j j ^ ^ fefe^r ^ u^nmcfl nfen ^ i 3Rn ^ 

I ^^^nrWfeifent 3jk ^ cmr ^nvn ^fefe % fetrfe ^ tr^ 

I mRT ^ # I Tfei' M ^ feft 3pn fejfe5A3?^nnn> ^ ir^ ^ Tmm^ 
j n?gfR crm i 3rt: nri^r^ % nm ^ 

I j t ft) n? 3RfetncPT^ fefen % ^ nremfet femfet ^ 

I fen 6(8) ft) ^ nm feri ft fefe ft> ^nnR n? 

I I nnft^ 3nft ftRTft TfF nmin t ft) 

i . ^ 

"^7# ^ ft ^ ^ i75m7 feft ^ 

; ^ t?^ # ^vcn Ft a/E/n?" iTn/n 

^ mm ^ ^ mn xjpm ^ ^ f¥^ xjm wjmj 

I ( 722 ft ^ ¥7 v3fe W ?72fe >3^7 ^ WV^i^/V 

^ ftftf Ri^iR^) f¥ M i^RR^I?f^J ft ^ ftn^d/ ?)■ /" 

1 ; 

I nrenfet wfti ft ninrRr nn fefer feHincfl ft) ffer wr^nr . 

! ftRTft nF nmerR t ft) :- 









'ITOT ^ iwmsi : 




^ ^ ^ ‘‘HiHM w mm #' 



(i) . wm ^ ^ cmir ¥f whm wf^ ^ ¥tm m 

mm f^hfm> tm mm ^ 4 wm ^ ^ ^ f¥ mm (6) ^ 

wm wmt ^ I^^HMcft ^ 3 / 3 W 77 f¥jff^ mm 

(ii) m ftmkm ^ mm iw ^ wnm ^ mm ^ whm wf^ ^ 

mm ^ ^ ^ ^ mm ^ mm iw ^ ^ 

mm ^ f¥^ ^ m mm ^ mm mm ¥f f^if^ ¥f mm #, 
^ ^ m7w uf^ ^mr ^ ^ ^ m wmm ^ 

M ^ mm vjcw ^ ^wfkr ufrif^Ri ^fm m mm f^mkm ^ mm 
ersm mjff^ c#^ ^ ^ Mct f^ mr ^ ^ f^ mmm (6) ^ 
mu wmt ^ PimMcf) ^ ^sr^m ^MRd ^; mm 

(^) ^ ^ ^ ¥t ummw wm mmPm, 

urn WHM wmf w^ ^ mUf^ wr ^ wftmr mi ^ 
umm (6) ^ uwu ww^ v4 PimMcD ^ si^m mrf¥ifRu ^ ; 


mm ^ ^ ^ f^ mu ^ % mr ^ ^ mum ^ 
um^ 4, 3^7 ^ f^mkm ¥f wfm mm itu uwu mi ^ 
mm ^ w^ w uufiuu f^mkm ^ 4 gm Bf mm uumw ^ 4 
mf¥f ^ gwifu cfffm uft ^ ^ uptfu gm w f^mkw mm ^ ^ 
ui^uTi^cf^^Tiu^^f^mmi 

4 


23. vJTt ^TM un Nd^K^’ t, Pli|{dcJ> ^ 

cfft^ ^ ^3TFPPTft m\i t ^ ^ ?ft ^ ^ afk ^ # 

^ Rl^'^fi ^ I 4 ^ 8,40,000 7m 

^ 6 , 10,000 -^.Tm cbllfecb mu\ ckh'I'^Ih ^ mumu ^hctt 
t I mi ^ ^ w 

4Mt t f^RT^ 50:50 t I tf^ ^ ^ WTcT 

m\ ^ ^ w??t 3TrR 7 ^ t, 3m: u>^ 4 ^ 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part!— Sec. 1] 


% ^ "W ^cTFJT "W 

^ ^Jcirf t I ^ ^ ^ Wft ^ ^ 

^ ^ tttt ^ f I WfT^\ 

^ % v3tR^ t vSfirf^ Met Tf 

cjjpfeT t I A tA w m Mct^ t, ^ IsrfM, 

“HReT ^ emr ^JRT ^ ^ ^ vSfFRPtl^ 31^^ ^ 

^ I ^5^ ^‘TTRT ^ ^ f^rM ^ M t|tt ^ %!TT^ ^ 

^cf7|fr ^ cM c^TR^RPTcT Mcf clW M?R ^ ^ 

! ^ e?NT 3rtcP^/vjiH<bI'!l 'Hc'illMH fM ^ ^ ^HRTim 

^ Mct^ ^ feM ^ ^ M ^ ifr? TiRim 
% Tm Tf ^ gfrl^d l^ujuf) UFeT ^ I .‘ZI^ ^TFTT ^ 
tRR % Tm ^ Mt cf5\t^cT ^ CT^TF A HReT % SIRRIT ^ ^ 
Mt ^ ^ FTf^ ^ ^ 2ft HReT ^ ^ ^ !c?ft ^ cn^ 

Mct c^\m ^ 3?fM % M? ^ ^ 1 cfjTr^ft ^ Fii^ 

vidl*^ cilcTi RKh^jY tqM ^ R3^ ^ Hl'ifl ■JRftfxfF i^fTH % ^TRI 

^ vSeHKH RFm ^R ^TI^nfeT RTTHM ^ ^RHT 

vi^gclrl I >H!HM ^ ^ **** ^ ^ 1M 

^ t 

24. I ft. gr^ (M^) ft ftt HReT 4ft M smft Mftf % ft 

Melcb ^R^Tix! 4^ 4RT4T t ! ft. ^ ft. (vic4K4i) % 

^ctTK % "ft^er ft fftfft^ Mftfti % TTRf ^4RR Ml f3n ft I ft. 
MtM ft ft- 3HHIe45, grr^, ft. ^$4ftH, oft? ft. ffte^f, WITH ft> 
hM fftqfe Mr ft I ft. WTOT. ^ aft? ft-s^iF^H, gcRPj ft fft^M 
i I aieFT-aiRH 4^ 4RT^ ft aft? \3Hft’ 3n4^/'5IH4>rft cR fte^llMH '34% 

j j hR'^hYI 4?” ftt% 4?” f%41 441 I gfft> F4 fft^faefft ft ft. iRRftft'%, FRT 

I I vdHIlRd 44^ 4IR ^ McT, ft. ^ ft’ HTfteT fft^ ft I 3 TcT; ^4 

I } MM ft^ ft >HIHF4 ^ ^ M^ **** aT4.^./ftr.4ft M ft? 

i i fft^ 44T ft t 

ciM 

j25. I ft.xwfttenftftt ft ^ Sfftft % ftR74 4R4 4ft 1747.872 ftl. 34 4ftf^4? 

I I ^ Mct fft54T ft I ft. M!M ft ^ aiftft ft’ ftRT4ift. amw, 

! I ^ % 4TfteT 19943 ft1.34 McT 1M ft ftt 9225.745 ftt. 34 4^ TFT, ft. 

! ! ^TfftftT, ft^ HlfteT 9412.864 ft1.34 aftr ft. ftegft, W4T4 ft> HlfteT 

I I 1304.48 ft1.34 McT IftRIT 44T I MtM ’TTTeT ^ M i44 McT ftj 
I I Tt44 ft fft?ftcT4ft 4ft fft4 44 fft^fcT ftiMt 44 TrRTT44 Ml 44T aft? 

I I 444ftM eHTT TtTTMt^ 4ft fft4 44 MftcT ftMft 4ft ftt 4^414 4ft 4ft I 



! 

\ j 

i I 










[^1— 
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4% chiflJi'H 4^ % ^ cf^r ‘yicTH err^^ ^ '4! 

TRT 1 ^ 3T^ % ^Wh W ^ wr CMT ^ eTM ^ ^3^ 

^ W I 6(NT f^., Tj^ 

cMt f^. #? 3TW^ 4lcftTT^ Tj^ f^. % ^ ^ #5fcpf 

3fr^ ^ <^'H<^1 ^h 4 ^ ciimiRijl % 6RTT^ ■tFJ 

^ ^T?3Tm -w I TJT^ ^ #ff % ^ ^ 

arR ^ 3m^ M(efl^4 ^ ^ gn^ % sM ^ ^ rW ^ 

M^ieira ^ Tj^ 1 ^ y^, W4^ y^r ^ f^nrf^ % w ^ 

^ ^ 1^ "ny y>T ^ 

w I 4 4 4 WT^ 3fR 4 ^ 

snr^-sry^ % 4^ 4 3n4-3n4 ^ 

wai f^m4 cbK^j^Jid y5k?T yjy ^ ^ l ^ 

'H^^Vi4>i>ft Pi^ldchj ^ ^ 1^ yy ^*ii4lvji4 yjT 4l% y? ^^yryn 
■w 3ff^ ^iRd vj1Mc|7i 41 y)t chu^myd y?fy?T % 

% M<il'^di^ ft^TR 4 fcPTF yyr I Pi^I^^p ski ^nyift 4 '3dTTyy> % ftjy 
yy ^ ^ cbiv^HMid PJyfd cf)te % Prafyy % yty^ 

yyr I Njy^w y^t p y^Rwriyy Prafd yW yy Praky 4 
yyy^kw % **** 3Ty.;^./Tft. ^ yy yyr f^'l4 wy^sn^^t 

y^ yySjy Prakr f^, A. yyy#?yy> % f^*** 3 r.;^./4. z^ yy Pf>yT yyr 
fWl4 ^yRt 4 c 3-^^ yyye^P y>t yr^ Pryfe 3fty A. y^ry^yy y> % 
**** 3Ty.;^./4t. z^ yy Pf>yT yyr 4 i\^-A. sji^chin y^ yy})?! 
Pryfy Pjrt i 

yr\j> jl gfy? % 3py ?wt Pi*<tdci> : 

26, y? yt^ ynm t yry?^ aryy % ft54t syy y^nyy^/Prykr^i? 4 PiR^i 

yiPiy>i>n ^ y^ 4yT I yiPt^ 4 yry^^t ^sryy % yrtt 

P ) yldy)V^<yK<jJi % ym ^ yy> # yyypy ^ yy Praky t yyt% 4 
yyry;ityyy> yy yr^ ^ryy A 4y^ yjcT ci? y^yiyy yy 90% 4 ^ arf^y? 
ftm ^ t I 3m: yyypy ^ yy Praky ym^^t 3Ry % wA 
Pmkry^Ajcyryy^r % **** yy yyr t i 

27. y^ f^yfy y>Pm yy 4^ 4 yF yty f^yr yrmi 4 ym?^ 3Ry yy 
3Fy yr4 P i yidyAV^y^Kchl % ymy yif^ % Piyky % yykryr^ 
M^dye^ i d T PryPryj y^t PryPr y^Pm yy f^yry ftmi yyr t i am: 

3Tyy % 3Fy yr4 PiytdyS As^yryy^ % Py? Pryfy y5Pm yy Pmky 
**** 3m.^./jft.^ yy Pfmr yyr t l 







THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 
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! 

j d.d.3n#mi. 

pro, 



28. ^ % PmtTW % w>ft w P i -iild g^ /ijdjit;^)' ^ 

I ^.?T,3R,, Jpm, tjn^R dm ft)# # 

^■nidtb/vidJKct) % ft#ftcT ^ dm c#% if pftdd ^ ^Rdld# dd ddd 
#f cpdm I d)dR % 3) jriJci 6.8 if d? UWmd t f?p dft dM 'Kl^ 

HTcRdd) dfldd)# # tifd # dd# d)7dT t 3ram 3Rjm d^ 5RT^ d# ddldl 
t 3[mn dim if ^mm wrar dfmdi # df ^ f^iftr if TTRftra) Wdm dfftd 
ditswirHct) srddT dd)rd?dd), dq^ d#? % anmd tr ftfq w dM 
d.d.m, qjfd, dumd dm fdd ^ ft># # Md^/ddddm it dtftM ^ ^ 

! ■ ftdfdd % ftriT d)tf # ftftdd ddf dff dtdm t, 3td: d# ftdfd#KddTKtpf ^ 
ddd if dTdldl ijpd mi ftdftd md-fM P l dHN# ^ ftldd 6(8) ^ arjdR 
ddetm dszrf % attdR tR fcpm dm t I d#d ^ftftmrfi^tft)^ 
d.d.3td.idndldi mtd dm ^dd if Mi'<ft<p dift 3tdft % #dd dS5 diet dft 
Ef)fdS ddd d#f dR dif) I dRdftm dddm d# 3ld:, d^ ddtd 
^ dmft 31cm# 5RT MmrftTd didim ’pi ^ ftraftm ^ ftm #d idid ^ mm 
dtTdm# md# ft# dgftid ddr^Wff ^ dimm ^ iP ft#mi % ftm 
mitftid dd ddfm 3traR ddsn dm # i 3td: dTdrm mi ftraftm dtra 
3Idft % ftld d#d 31cm# if ddl^ d^ #ddf % 3raR XR ftmi dm t I 5d 
I #dcff mt ## didi dm 3^ #nftd 3fd^#d d# ^ ftft ddidtdR 
I fttm dm dTdHt ged mi ftrakm m i '^d i dd dR xr fiPm dq d% i 
I d^gdR, dd.sid., mid dm ^ % d# ftd fdmli# d <Kmf ^if#T didim 

ged mi ftdfdd, mdd: **** 3Id.dI./#.d., **** 3Id.dI./#.d. 3fR **** 
' mf ftRH dm # I 



} f 

29. jftdfd #dd mi ftdftd #dM3n#3 dd SRT ddcRd mdd dd #4dR sndld 
Isiim# % 3ndR mi ftmr dndi t l 3nmd 3iim# # mid m#itR d? mm 
jdm ft) j)##3Ilj>jStid IRI dddm mdd dd #ft-dR 3lim# if 3r=d ddlftf 
k dqftd 3lft# # miftld # 1 3Id; ftdldtSfd dddd ^ ddd if Slldld 3lim# 
|mi ftqctdd ftmr dm 3fR d# 3ictd ftmr dm ftp# mlffem #51 cii# dm 
jq#i)/dtd ddf #) ftid gd: 3idd-3icrd dm I ###3n#m5trd ^ snmd 
i3nm#f % srgdR drid 3tdft % #dd dgdd ddd srmffmr # 1292 #.dd, 
i#dd # 303 #.dd, dnmd # 40 #.dd miRtjm #di ftdfd ftmr i 
! mK)!slM I ' Td ftdfd d)fdd % ftdfdd % ftld d^dd ddd 3n#mT, mtd dm 
!#dd % PididmVdd I Kmf ^ ft)# dcgcR #) 3Idld if 3fft 3Pd 5^gm ddm# 














[^TPri—] ] 




25 


^ % 3PM ^ ^regff ^ ^ xt^ %fR 1W 'w I 

TFST 3m^, wiH m\ im % ^ w 4 

^!'islHMld tfJT ftqkTJT ?PTO: **** 3m.^./% ^^, **** 

3R.^./7ft. 3fk **** aitr.^./’ft. ftnir TRT r 

v[mFf: 


30. ini^r^Tft ^ ^TTf^ % ^ ^Rffvjpnsf ^ ^ pRif^/^c^Kcpf 

ff^'liqfci^ji ^ I v?n^ % ^ ft2|fdc»>/\5cM[cich ^ Plt^IRd cRIT 

rff[% ^ Pl^ciH ?T8|T ^PT ^ ^ ^frOTT I ^RR 

6.8 4 W yTciSJH 11^ ^ ^ 3rm^ yfrTO>Tft ^ ^ ^ 

t a^mr ^ mpt ^ ^jRm t afsmr ^ ^ ^ 

^Tpnm t rfr ^ 1^# 4 amr 3tf^ Pi^iRui, 

^epKirHcb, v3Md^ mii ^ srrerR ^ ^ ^ I ^ ^ amf^ % 

^Rpt wtpt ^ ^ ^ ^ Pmfa ^ fan t am: nmn nrf^ 

PraRui ^ tcpqr ^ ^mfT I 

4 mCT 


31. ^ PitilRd BFTF^ ^ cmr Mcr % armR ^ 

tne^ ^nrf^ ^ P i h i j>HK ftmr t 


f^TfrT«/grqR^ 

*jpi 

(3R.^T./^.er^) 

<v,. r • n. •... . 

Wlt^T 

fWr! ?in*m . ^ 
qf^nrm % 4 

3R?T 

I (virMK<b) 3ft7 

^ W^3IT^'fft (PfqfcIcP) 



149.81 

^ »?T^cr 

itiilrii 

**** 

92.61 

(^T?^) 3f[7 

(l^cRT) ^j^Hcfl^^H4‘ 

^ ^cT 

***1^ 

hltlrli 

86.23 



***♦ 

149.81 


**** 

**** 

56.13 


*#*♦ 

*»*♦ 
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wTFTPT-^^ f^q[d«p/vjC^iq?P 

^’er A 

**** 


190.7 

iSH!!^HH 


r‘ ■ — ... 

‘ 

139.36 
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^ ^ % cFEfT mrnr TRT ^ ^fRRT cR^ 

% 31|c|^^Jcb t, ^ PlH(^f^d ^)Rcf^ ^ felT :- 


> > ^ ^ ^ ^ittI^ I 

i > ^ ^ Mfcr TTrfef - -^ ^f5^ ^ STcrf^ % #?H Wcf c^ 

I^Rjib ^ iR fcTxR ^ sfk TRnfe ^ f^rakT:^^ft)^n w i 

> ^ ^ ^ ^Rh ^ ^ ^ ffT ^ ^ ^ ^ 

ar^^ferer ^r IcRr f%iiT trtt i 

> gcFer ^ ^ Pi4eH ^ ^ otctt^, f^r^ ^ 

^ wr ^TOT f^lH! ^ ^RRH ^ cfft^, I^RTtcff cf?r cl|>wRch 

^ ^ ^ ^ 3RT ^ tlitRcf ! 

3|3. ^ cR^ cf5t ^ cR^ TR ^ ^ unm t :- 

3R^, ^.^.STR. ^ TJTO % ^ RTfef 

t I 

Ri45iR^! ^ W'Wifta fer RT^ ^ fR ^ fcr tr^ 

^ ^ cl?^ XR ^ t ^ ^ RTfecT RftRcff'tR ^ i m: t^nfM ^ 
RTfecT RWt XR ^ ci^ ^TRTRRT t, Rf^ ^TTRTcT RtRRR^ % 
TR?nftcT Ik RT^ ^ RjR R?fRcT xR ^ f | . 

^ ^ Mr rM R 'HIRM ^ ^ Rk ^ R^ ^ t 

rM rrr ^ Mt rjM 3fk R^ftn k M Mfcr 
3 T^Ic!R>| 41 cfl+ici ^ RFT R>tRR RR ^ ^ I 

PirIcirjI ^ rf r^ Mrt RRT t % RT^rM RJc^ Rjt rtM M 
M % RMfRR^ RTCT RRT Mr R^t M RT^ R# ^ 
'RRTRRT R#f M sfiT cIRTR RR RJ^ R^ Mt iRTCT R^t ^TRTRT 
RR^ % M 3nR?RR> R# t I 

(^) ^ 3TRk ^ RF^ Mr MRR>kkt % RcrMTi^ RTRT «fRRT 

RRRk % W R^t fR Sfk ^ 3fRk % R^ RM ^TRRT v3MrVr 
% R^RRR RiMrff ^ ^ ^TPrgRR OTtnart ^ kRM 

Mr I ^ #RRR3nt ^ RR^ rM M '^TR^T'JI % 










[WTI— 


'IK?! ^ ■U'STTsI : 3KT?'!K'>T 
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arm ^ ^ ^ 1^ vjfmr t % wr amfto % vdtqKchf % 

^ 3?u^cw 5R^ 1028000 ^ ^ 

^ WT ^ 707000 ^KcKf ^ qm 

120000 3Rcr % vS^Kchl % 9000 ift.^^ 

^ vJT6rft> xrf^Fft % vJ^Kcbl' % TTPT^ ^ 71^ 1886000 

^ I ^ ^ % vic<^Kch ^ ^ ^ % arm 

■SR f I 

(^) 41 ■^rf ^Hcbi>n % arg^ 


3{«^tW SKTcIl 

1028000 Jft.^ 

^^4\ 3{U^cW SKTcll 

9000 jft.CT 

eKTcll 

707000 Jft.^ 

^'<f^ 'ITM^cki sptoi 

120000 jft.^ 

Sji'fl 3Ty^<ttT SKTai 

1886000 Jft.^ 

^«(tS ^ jci 3iy^<w 5i*icii 

3750000 

Hi^l 


J'' <SIHC1 <T>) wi'^cp^ 

185150& Jft.^ 

> %^^^c^ ^f^cT 

2108996 Jft.CT 


(^) #^an^^ ^ fMd % 3Tf?TR’ ^ Trin-^^T^ fMh 

PlHI^>HK t ;- 



50031000 Jft.,^ 

SKTcTT 

57574000 Jft.^ 


7543000 


^ 'R ^ ^ t am: 71^ ^ %7 tt v^rmr t 

^ ^ ^ ^ ^FRTcRT t I OT?n, 

ferf^ cTaH cf^ ESfH ^ fi? 

'^^ lie ^Idl ^ ft? mc^'<lttt 5^eK5 ^ cilM'M feK? ^ 

MRuiH'W>{oq TTT^ ^ 3frr ^ c^t ?RRT ^ 

cpniT tt!t ^ ^ aiici;*i]cb t I ^ ^ ^afmr 11% 

'^sTmm ^ ^ ^ Rrafe anWi % ^ itt^ ^ 

. ^ f!j>qT ^ ^m, ?TaTrft wr ^ ^ ^ anm^ r 

^ ^qsrtftcT W ^ % Tj^ ^ ^r'l90.7% R 
^^.amr ^ I 

(■^) Wef amflj % ^ vjrm afrr ^ wtcptt ^ ^Pm 

^ t ft> ^ ^ PraffcTcT ^ 4 

^ t I tR(cj>T^ ^ ?r^ t ft? ft^ 4 erfl % 





THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


i 3n1^ ^ dcjdlcl 3IFf[ t ^ W 

I ^ t ^ ^ # I ^ 

^ ^ t % ^ 3fl7 ^ 

i err^ ^ ftw=T ^ 'jft NdcMKch % ^ ^ wr 

cby'ff 'Ji'io'fl eVii I ^Ic 1%^ ^5ncrr %, ^MiRh 

j ^rfteM «rRf ^ vjTTrf «F^ enw^s R§in ^ 

I v5Rf)^ t % W WW^ ^ ^ f^?f^ A WT ^ 

I ^ ^ ^ t, elftFT ^ ^ ^ fRr 

! ^ ^fTi^ viMddij ^ cf)^ wu I l^Acjosimiv #rcT #tt t 

I % ^ ^ enw % ^ ^ c|§tTfcT gcT#ET 

I % feur 'Hmr % 'g>tTO ^ ^ cijh ^ t i 

I wv^ ^ ^ ^ ^ vjfRn t "fifcT ftf 

I TR % eiiqAjj^q IT? Pj^scp^ cpf^^ ^Vll ^C<P ft’TJ vJll^ ^ 

I i^rf^ ^ ^ ^ ^nfer #hct m «fRrR ^iPii^y ^ 

I ^ ^ ^ WIcRI t I 

i ■ ' . 




I ^?ritefT t. 3icf: ^ ^ ^ ^I'kif^cb ^ ^ afr^ 

I ^ % v 3 nf^ ar 8 M ;iH'^i<jRi ^ ^ ^ ^ % 

j arsrar armi^fr ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ani^??raKTT t i 

! ^.1 grfyf^^^gRT 

3ij. ^nt^i^jift ^?jtn ^ ^ ^ ^t ^ 

^ ^ Tj^ <t> i >e»i i cH ^ ^ ^ Piykui 3rm?3T^ ^ ^ t ^ % anft^ 
Pra?RT ^ am^-arS^ ^ afra^ ^ ^ ^ xrreMWt ^ 

atf^ ^rtten % 4 ani^ arfcR ^ # i ^ 

I arafir % ^.TT.aRfto, aR^ ^wt ^iPm ^ Pi^f^ci 

j ^ ^cbKIcH^ *ilPi^ ^ tilled ^ aft^ vfRR ^ md'H 

j ^ WNH i ^ ^ ^ meiM ^larnSr % 

30. ^ ^ 1%^ ^SfRTT ^ cMffetJ) ^Tfel ^ arRRT ^RHRt Wcf ^ cRcT 

j ?nftH ^ ^ ^ ^ t I Tn^R>Tfr ^ ^ ^ ^5^ t 

I % ^ % arcTM ^j?R, ^ ^ Mic^ixltfi ^ 

I t I ^ cTT^, ^ ^ (iPt^ ^ IJt^) % ^ 

I 

■ i - • 












1] 
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■nf JTHjmlSr ^fnfeiT ^ ft ^ ^ ffan/ararai wnto afcT ^ 

I 

®.2 q^^aW^ftqK 

37. -EI^ i3#rT ^ t ;- 

(i) mliRjift % EI? ^SRoft t ft) q? ft)^ 3i1^ ^fl%IT 

^f JPTR % srjsfe-S aisrar PiiiMidcil % ai^-ll 

^ artsnaff ^ 7 ^ 3#l? g^'flsn viWf ^ ^rnnicw ^ 

^ ^sRsff t I fh ^ftEf % Eirt^ Ef ^S5s^€teit ^ 

ftiitit ept Fm 5 n ft^iT ^ # 3ft7 ^ ^ ft»«im w I i 

(ii) FRTfft) Ei^ ^jiTfEr % ^-ftHn?[ET if <i»R<*)'i (3fra?jj^ m 

’“■ ^ ^ ^)iwf) % ^ <r ■gETR fan t 3 t% ^)ft5i 

cpKcp'l % EfJT^-ftwiFT NiRi^ei ^ % aft? Ei^ MtiVi ait 

sift ^ t I ftvg, Eftg^ ^ ^Iftsct) ?itii 

cRTUT ETTj qn^ ^ f5ft?r ait fr? ftrfft ?snift?a aft? aratftfi 
afiEi cfiT c^ HTCi axHi apft aisft % I aifrPT ?pfisn aift ^ ^?ft 
f^jft aiFf Ei^ g?fm a? asrf-ftwKa a gen? asntai «irai t, 
mftarift i3?ft) ai^ a? artai % ftr a aft gaa? aift?i ftiif aift 
t at %ft f^ift a sift ait ?miftaga?i^ ^ «tra ^ lafta? 
ftrnft ftai anai t ft sftg; wtn ^ ?i^ araft % at?Ta ftft? 
?iia ^ ai'kifts) sift ft t ^ a?ft f^ift a aiea^ gaai aia?i 

ftlif aift a? ij^cj \3Eil<i ^ ■flcpixic'iq) f^lft a oMqtii'i 3II?*(( I 

Fift aicnai, sift ^ ^?i^ ait ?f«nF=ii ait aria fts? ftai ang 
gaas ait ?i^ ftr? tft arjaft ^ % ftnr Eftg; gsfta ^ 
aT?r -H^wirHa) f^ift ij^ aaki ansn? a#f ^ t i ^ aia^- 
aift^fti ^ affaai a>5^ 5f5R a? areaM ga^ ^ aifta 
aiiftsii % apft it Fsag^t^ a^tifft 5i?T asm ??3i aai t 
I 

(ill) Eftg ijtfta ait aieit sift ait yi < i ^ ^ ^ aftraai t 
aaait aiasRicaai ^ftci a>^, ?ia5 ^ (aft? 3 ri ^ ^ ft^ 
laaaiaair % am a^a^ ga?r ?5a ^ ftaeia atm siaaiaff, ai?^ 
aim? % aitmi anafta (ana ^t?i^ ^ % aim? ^ ggar it 
ai?tita aim? aftsiaar ai^ afta^, ?ia5 ^ it '^miaait sm 
?ft?ft ^ % aim^ it aisa am mtSft ftiar mm % i 
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! (iv) ci4 2004 if ^ f^*qoinTft 65.41 

f^ifciTR iff.^ 3Tt4)f Ilf 44R^;<t> ^ (f^Jkioqull iiiii 

52.8 firfcm 41. ^ ^ sft I 345R 12.52 PifIPH ^ 
• lira ^ ^ «TOi % ciwr 20% t I 

I (v) f^Pra iPTWf ra ftw 45^ fij inpitprft 44 uftcl #4 ^ 4i4l#T 

44 4^ «(qgK 441 inftT; uft ctpra ,44tei44 stitt (4l^4d 34 

I ^ HHiPid 13^ ^^344 4 45441 5RT 4414 Ppqi 441 4 I 

(Vi) ^PMIan^ij^trw sra 4414 44 ’iM 44 'item 3fl4 3 i 44 
SRI I34eisi 4R14 44 4R4f4^ ^444 414 44 t 

rai^ ^ 4 cRgsff 451 34414 3Rn4I4T 4^ 4444 4^ 4#f 1^541 411 
I 44541 t I 3Rn4F4 3 I41 MR4> Ppfe ^144 % 44455R dt» ll rH4> 

^ 4 3114)(^d 4>c4rf) p|t|Nu| #44 ^ 4lfe4 3114lifff 45 ifm 4 
Hicixlijl ^[445 44 'dl'il '<'(94 451 45144 4#t St 44541 '# I 

(vii) nIcJ 'beil'l 4 3 Ii 4 4^5 f^41 # f45 1441445 'h'ftsil 4 4544 ^’414145 
4444 4)e1(4 451 318} aPr 44 44# 441441 41 44#1 y;d'il^(Tl 4 
St41 4ff St41 t I 4444 g44 ^ ^ Pl4414 4P4 41441 4S 4S4 
SvrH t p|5 4fe 4144^ ^545 4144 41141 #.t4 4^ 4#4 

^ afcl St4 44 344451 # I 

81 . 3 ft4ld4»/aiWltd4>/3R1 ftswg 441451^ % 

38 f|44S 4«I45Rf 4 3ig^ ^541 # Pp :- 

(i) 4^ 4Slt4 % 54 4 i 4 ^ 44s}4 44f«4 4144 4#t t ftl 4pf 

igctp S4141 41141 # 4l 4lPl ^ 544 ^ gWt I 

(ii) 414511 3I4Pl ^ ^ITR 4^ SaW 44 44# 4R4ft45 4lfcr 4#f §# 

t I 41 PI 45 HI 44 «tp1 451 PtE#r®l ^44 444 1J#1T % 31^*64 
3.1, P 144 -H 4 4811 3l|6l4j^ 3 i445 45R44 45 45541 

I 

I 

(iii) 4^; iJlipT afcl 44 ^45I(|R» % 5144 4 4*14 4P1e1I 

4414 4 f?IW 5#1 # I 4184^ ^5^ 41411} 4ll4 % 414 ift 
51411 45^ % 311414} if 4lj} 4#f 3lj# 3fl5 34414 

41411} Snmif^ 5#f prf^ 4fe ^545 S814t 13114T % 4} 34414 
4#}4#5t I 









[WTI—5^1] 
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(iv) ^ 3.4 ^f ^ 

srf^TcrffRT cj> ^ 4>TWf 45t ^ Tf ^ 

# I ^ 3ft ^ 3 pM^ f^r4?R ^ fypT^ 

cp % 6.154 ^ ‘JTR?! ^ eifq ct^ 
fcl'^'1 ^ STRn^ 'd4^ t|ic4'(W "silvflel ^ ^4^ '3?^TT^ 
W f^RWR? ^le'^'l^St 3jk ^ ^ ^ Tf«T^ ^ 
3fhr cfarr ^ ^ 

?)lftrcH %2JT t, ^ 4?t o!n^ ^ ^ 

1cmR t I ^3^ 3T^#r fct)t[T t ^ ^ 

^F>Rcf> ^ ^1^ ^#fT 4^ ^ ^ ^ t 1 

(v) 'dejVi Mifici 3TT^ncft 3ft7 ^ ^ ^ 41 

c(?Rui|cHc|) cfj^ ^ (44>C1 ^ 1 3T^ cpRcf> vjft 

vjsfm ^ ^ ip w ttntPft #, 3T^ ^ 

3mTm, HRcft^ •'3^qT^ciit' C^ m^, 3T^ n 3^M1<) ip 

^ 4p31^cT 47T ^ ^ffejsT 

^ wi 4jR451 1 ^ ^ srpmr ^ ^ 3 ft? 

sjt 1 

(Vl) 3nT^ ^ crq! ^ TTI^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

cbNUli^d? ;f7^ t I irri^t^ 4it 4T?T 4^ 4?74T 

3T^i§RT t 4T4TR ^ yfcTPI^ ^ 4t 

iiT ^ ^ Tmrf^ ^ ^ fir^ ^ wi^ 

4^ # 3fk ^3?ft4 4TftcT 3rmRff cp xrffeniT ^ Tft t?p^ xn^ 
4T «T% ip 4tw 4jKt^nrK47 ^ ^ W t I 

(vii) 4^ 41^4 ^ ^ 

ip c|l>wlil4> ^ 44 4T ^ ^ 3mfT4>T 4#^ 

4T%1T I 

(viii) ■ ^ 50% ^ 44T v3c4144 ip 3rmT4 TR 

^f^4n^T44n t I 

(ix) 4PT ft4ft Uff^4f ip ^ 4F^ 4FT ^ 

4^ ^ 4>^ ip ^ (445d4T ip 4>Kq ft 

t I ‘ 

(X) ^ f^j^^oT Tf ^ ^^ 4# ^ ^ ^f4Kft t I 
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(xi) ^ ^giRicb cim ^ # t ajk ^ »iRcflii 

WT«iR 4 airaTcff ^ ^ t l ei^ I^Pinld i a fi 

ararfci chR^cI) Tjg ^fi!|»<rH fe., <Skm 

t^., Jp-flRill ^(J|<t><rH ^ f^., 3irai 

ftf. ^ fti. 3nfe ^ am^ 

R'WI'i Eft #3RT sFirf t f«RI% <wR5i* #SI Eft ^ ^«nftEI 
EPrar 1,35,852 ift.^E ^ vsnifft, f«RRt E? ^n%cr ftcicn t ft? 
^ ^ ^ Eft ^ t I 

(xii) ETEIR if TnRrat if TRit^ afeR ERfcp Eft Elf^IEf if 

100%-200% Eft ^ % Rim vj|E'(<i'W ^ t I aiH-flE)! 
aft? EfyElJft Eft gcRI if 'ERE if UlRtEfl aifSl^ ^ 

fl . • 

(xiii) % Me % 3iralE> if «if% rM EftEE aik Eifci 

ElMf Eft WIT ^ TT EYa T E R l Effi^ afR E5Tt#T Eft 
EER anffiE) 1J5E ^ % RiE if ETET EtlEI EtM I 

EftRfeE) ^ cHt'ftd if ERIR ^ EEfEI afR cTEEE EEIE 
m f tc l E i ETRY if E S E E T t I aiE: Eftf^ET RTtST afR EtHl'flH Eft 
E^EE EETT^ ^ Evsrf Ml EIEI ElM aifR E EE-EEIIE 
m I E^EE GdllEt afR EE-GdIKf % EIEE cf'^fEiE EE^ 
ETEE ^R3fE5E EWT % ftPlEE if E¥ W RnEI t ft> Effl+ti* 
Rfrar afR EEfRtE Ef-EEEIE # ET EMif^E % 'EEUE t I 
Ef^ EfffM? Etel afR E#ttE ^ ER^ MlEtEliaff Eft ^ 

El# fE ETfMf EE ii<?EiE>E EEj Em Mil ETIE # E¥ 

df l ffech #;5T Eft EEITEE ETEE arfllEJ Mt I 

(Xiv) EET^ Et fjft ER 12% % aifilET anE Eft EiE RElPtE ^PTfT 
afR ETR#E f^M iRltfYTWT EEIE ElMRt % EE# 

if ##E STE EET #t^ ER#E a#ZEEW Eft ffel1% fWf 

atRaff#^ ip ^ ER PM M EE' ^ % ft#E t afR 

5EEJI ETEE E5# Eft atlESfEExil t I ##E % E? # EIET Et 

^ Ef ERlfit ^ f#? ETSE JRgE E5R% ElM ftr aiRafRitt Eft 
EEEt % f#J ETE ^ ElfjR E^RIEE ^ I E#R aicE5# Eft 
ETEI^ E^ ER 22% # aHE Eft miERIEE E# BFRIET t I 

PtM etM# e? eefY if Met r# f 1% rt# e## % f#T 
miET R#cT 22% arm Eft eet rteie er er ERff Mr Mn 

EHETEIM I 











[MFTI—-^sF^l] 
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(XV) >3^ WcT ^ n3^ cTRcT % 

^MR ^ amfcRqEjt f^Tf% cf)T ^ t I 

^ ^ % fc^M 'j^'jfl ^R^PTT ^ fct^KT M^fa 

^3tR^ t I % W 31'HHM ^ ^ f 

HRu||*ix<^^q prtjepft cfTcft 3rR \3?TTf^ 

^TTcft t 3fR SIR^ % 3IRTfir^ cfjTT ^ ^ 3Tfe^ 
cpcRTT ^1 

(XVi) ^ cTm 3j^ ^ ^ ^ TI^ ^ W y^fflcT t 

vdt^Vl ^ fi^lH % SirqRlcf). efRr % cj^Kui ^ MlC'l 
% cniyuj \3oi^ ^ ^ I 

(xvii) cf^rf^cjj #;5T ^ ^ 5 ^: ^ihm ^ ^ 

t ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ I 

(xvlii) ^ tr? WRTcW TTHTW ftj 

3l’1iq^ijcp c3RT 3Tf^RT c^lR^qi 'mI'SI ^ 

^ ^^KdH '3ik ^RT^RTTcT ^ ^ sft I vJ^Ttry ^ 
v5TH^^T^JR XT^ cZTFTR W^ Wm^ chlffech ^ ^)Br ^ 
^ f^RT^ ^r>RUT vdd^KH. t cblR^ch c|5t 

^fWr ^ 3ncri^ ^fcpcTTfer arf^Rte i 

(xix) ciciHH ^TFI^ ^ ^ ^tcnft TJe^IT^ 3rgJTRT ^ 3Tr cRftft> 

•^arfteTT 3Tcrfe % ^ ^ STFIRff ^ 

^ 3TFn?ff 3% ^ ^ t 3fR RFRT ^ ^ Wdf ^ 
3iiqid] ^ ’TRn ^ 7% ^ ^ I 

(xx) ^ ^ wm ^ c^R^ct) #;5T ^ 

Hm ^ ^ 3n^ t I w^ ^RuiiH'W'ioM cblR^cb 

^ M. ^ ^ yijfcich ^ ^ ^r 

^ ^ ^ t I ^f^cprcfTdf ^ WT ^ w trtPrt 

sn chlffecb ^ ^ ^sirf^TcT «R?n ^ w 
v3?qT^ ^ Hm ^ 3Tte t I 

(xxi) > 3 #rT cj^ ^yTftgn 3mf^ % ^ ^ 7TT 

RtSRft ^ ^ ff t I qRcT ^ #ST ^ 

apqy cf)R^ % cf)RTiT ^ v3W cimcT, W ^ 


2364 GI/ 2006—5 
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3TTf^ % cpRTJT % 

3RT TTFlf ^ cblRti^) #ST ^ 3Tf^ t I 

(xxii) ^ 2003-04 % ^Itft vJiltn % 25% ^ ^ 

3TTf 3fl? ^ Sfl? 2003- 

04 % ^ITFT 31.20 ^ I TJfftTT M % 

HiC'i cPT PlyNK H(*idi STPIK cf^ 

3nHT ^ I ^ TOK 'Hl4^p|cr5 f^d ^ ^ cfJT 

I 

(xxlii) f^cRTJT % ^ 4 ^ ^ 

t er^ ^ TR 2% amr '^R?Tf^ ^ 
t ^ ^ra>R yrfir^ ^ amrR 

% aTNaMft t I armihftf ^ ^ ^ 

^irt^T ^ m imr^ 17 %^ zfdf^ 

v5^ ^ fcRT^ % tR dct d ^ 

t I 

(xxiv) dxT ard^ % 3ri^m>m 'm^ 'H4>Ki^ch 1 ?^ #, 

Njdn ^ ^ ^ t ate ^ 

PicbH^ % tetj aiMT viMd^y ^ cf^pn w t 

cTdf % amiH TR Njdn d d^ ^ 'fTvrr^ ^ 

^ an^TO t I ^ ^fter d ^ d^ ^ ^ t, 

tnc:^ ^ 3 n?n? tr ^KuncHch ^ ^ ^ 

^FRKTTt I 


(xxv) dc^ ^ ^ affter arRTid % vdWKd % 4% 

d dt arfim> fted d tecj ^fter 

I amnd d d?r dt dt d# anw ^ t 1 > 3 ^ 

j ^ d arg^ %2TT t dR^4> ^ % ail^cbm |an^ d d 

f, d^pem^ dt dtr ^ ^ tR d 

I 

TJ. 4 ml^q>lil gKT 

39. j ddtet ^ ^fter d ^Rdd> d^ % d^ d iTd ^ Id 

I jcrid cfd d fdn ^ 1 ^ d^ ^jfTcTT ^ ft) Hfcindd ^je«P 

; dr^ dif ft) a?w^ cf^, ddr ate ftd % ft^ ctpj t ate dd 
cTT^, ^dddrr ate d (d^ d % fte^ ^rdsn d 
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^ ^ % sfkAn v3^ wwHi ^fan/ararar ^ ^ 

^ ^ ^ ft t I 

40. inlimjift ^ cfjt ?siit ^ c|5^ f^f(?r 4 ^ «# vm^ 

^ ^?fra5t ^H'd^lri ^ ^ ^ ti ftPra ftrra^ wf % ftPi5( 

3l^<l>Jt ^ vjiixi ^ ^ I ZJ5 ^ite'Rxii 'Jiitii ^ ^<?q> ^'T ^ ’ti«l<g 

^ ^ ^ ^ arraraf tr g5tRcf arraR tR ^Rpn ^ air i 

aiF ’ft ^ fcp^n vmciT t f^ ^ftnrgc^ aiftPm 4ft stri 9(4?) % 
argw ’J4> ¥t g'saiTcr 4ft 4^ t fWf m l S i ch i 'fl srt 4? ^ira 

4R4I 3tit@RT t ft? 441 ^c4T 45t 3Rcft 414 4^ 4ft 3I4ltr % 40^ 

4 ^ 344444) t 3ft7 44T W4 4ft 4ft)4I % ^t4T4 fl445 4^ 5RT 

44tT ^rRi 3ft4 vJSnj 4IJ % 3I14R 44 441^4 4144 ^J4 Sf^ 4ft 4141 
^ MRh|U| 441 ^c4) 4)1 ?4ItJ 411^ ^ 3114444)41 ^ 404 4P441 31ttfel 
t I 

41. 444 31q(tl 4^f414 *51 Rl % ^Jeqiq)** % 44t4Riat MiRlq>i'tt ^ 4^*^ \5GjVl 

44 4lfeT 3tl4rat % 414CT4) Tj4 4ft44 4^ a4l4f 444 4ft t I 4t^ 
^145 ^ ^ 4154 41^ Rl4fR4 ft)41 441 t 3ft4 4545 ^ ^ 44=14) 

4144 ^ 441441 ■>ft RsitRd 4ft 4f t I 445 ^ ^ 4^ Rratcfl 4)1 «# 
1J4 4)R4n?44) ft9^441 % T14t4141^ 4lft4 30414 4141 4411 I 


42. 4^ 4^ 5R1 4F 4^ fell 441 t ft) 4144^ 54^ % 4)R4l 

445 ^ ^ ^ 4)lf 311414 41 4^ ^ 4% # 41 44®4 34414 ^ 

4^ ^ sjt? *11 Hell ^ 4444 4^ ft)41 44 '(iq>ai 3lt? 4ft Sift ^ ^44) 
444 ift 4ft 44^ 44 ift ^54) ?3I1J 4lft 4ft t^lft tf ^145 ^ ^ ^ 4^ 
^ 4lft5 31141cit ift 4^ 4eit4 4^ «ft 1^ 4ft 3454)1 t I 545 4?f3f} 
44 34414 5414 $ft4) 4Pfllp5>l % 514 §34 t 3fft 344lft5 5544 % ftOT 
5415 44 1 45 1 5?ft4 % ftHf |34 t 541 4^ 5544 5515 t 541 ^ ^ 
55H 415R # Ttft514t 4R^ f I 5^g5R 14ft4)l^ % 4^ 55t5 4)1 5ft 
3fR aft ^ 45^ 41 '354ft 555^ ^ ^ 551451 4)1 344)55 

t I 


5I3II514) 4514 

43. 4lft5 344151 4ft 5T54 % ^ ^1 Wlft4»l'fl % ftHf 45 ft4R ^54 3ftft5 
t ftl 441 3441# ^ 554 54 i^l 41 5R5 <1 551145 aft? 1945 ^ ^ 
51^ iftr t I 4145M p l 4HI4cfl % 31^-11 (ii) 4 PlHI;J5K 434141 

t:- 
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j mmjf ^ wrm ^ ^ 

^ Wnr WT ^ 277 " J/TYcf ^ tfcv/cf’T 3/^ ^Wf ^ ^ V//5r/ 

3/7277c7f ^ I" 

i , . I 

I wr ajfl^ ^ 

i ’% 

|44. tnw ^ ^3ccn^ cift ^liT 4R4><rn ^airrrt ^ ^[^41', 3Ri 

I *TR#!r 3cqRiF>1 4> vii^KH 3jk ftte ^ ^ airaicit 

^ vi(l^ch>7 W t I 3ll<t)(^d *lfn PlHil^d dlRl4)l ^i 

y?iM t ;- 



2000-01 

2001-02 

2002-03 

viira 3rraf^- 


730,129 

756,220 

784,438 

^2,930 


100.00 

103.57 

107.44 

115.45 

cfn 

789,600 

819,011 

846,998 

892,492 

SIRTRI 





tNt^ ^ 

23,012 

5,438 

7,159 

4 5,552 


100.00 

23.63 

31.11 

: 67.58 

_I_ 


50,609 

33,533 

107,526 

i 71.042 

“ i^TT TT 

dM^ ^ 

39.046 

29,689 

95,928 

,36,681 

t 

11,563 

3.844 

11,598 

34,361 

^ STFim 

73621 

38971 

114685 

j86594 


100.00 

52.93 

155.78 

!117.62 


1,635,448 

1.623,806 

1,792,411 

i!,851,494 


100.00 

99.29 

109.60 

i113.21 


45. y? yiTdl t ft? <l5t ym 4 3R14 4 j 'H*KlrH4) 

y^ y^rffid t i sife 4^ ^Rcj y^ <434 4 ^eir 

|3n t, ^ y? t ft; vjirm yrcy % yyrnf ^ 
yR ^ t I y? 4t 4te ftjyi ymn t ft> awflyn, y>ra, yra^ sRy ^ 
4 ^yfy 3Tyf4 % 4^yy yifer y>\ydf y? ^Tfey> 4tei icpi anyiy wii4 
t I ^ 4y?i4yyTycytftjyf4f^RRyy y^ypr yiyy44t ^cy; 
^eiiti yrdi t yt yy^ 4?it 4? Piyldth/vicMiycp yifty y^lyyt yy Ryld 
yyft yr y4 ^ yR 44 I y? 4te f4>yi yndi 114? ary^yy, 
y5m, yy;41 aRy afR 4 435 y’rgaff 4? anyra y4 y|yi y5y *4 alk 
^ 3fyf4 4? 4kH yfiyry 4 y>t^ anyra yff ft? 4 l yy44, iy4 yrey 
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v5TT^ ^ ^ ^ ^ srfwiczmr 1^ ^ 

t I ■ ■ ^ 



2000-01 . 

2001-02 

2002-03 

^ 3ra1^- 

qiR<^'j>a 






JPtXT 

0 

9 

80 

27 

<m]^ 

17,260 

2,476 

- 

- 

'HAcJl 

612 

- 

6.046 

14,460 


5,140 

2 

866 

863 

fXPT 

- 

2,951 

167 

202 


23.012 

5,438 

7.159 

15,552 

'ii4l6i<s 

100 

23.63 

31.11 

67.58 

3 ?^ ^ 

50,609 

33.533 

ia7,526 

71,042 

STRTM 

73,622 

38.971 

114,685 V 

86,594 

'«^4)6|«£| 

100 

52.93 

155.78 

117.62 

3ll'4ia1i cpi 6)|VJ1K 





jj?m 

0.00 

0.02 

0.07 

0.03 

<m]^ 

23.44 

6.35 



i-\^ 

0.83 

- 

5.27 

16.70 

aiH'Dchi 

6.98 

0.01 

0.76 

1.00 


- 

7.57 

0.15 

0.23 

'i-isitg ^ 

31.26 

13.95 

6.24 

17.96 

3T^ XNig 

68.74 

86.05 

93.76 

82.04 


fo^ 3{RRff ^ ^ ^ % «rT^ # ^mn ^ ^ 

31.26% ^ xjim smfir % 17.96% ^ ^ Pi>^icici 3{FSt t vjt^ 

^ ^ 3T^ M ^ STFireff ^ 68.74% ^ 82.04% ?Tc^ ^ ^ ft 

t I ^ ^ ^^rrar t ^nfeei airmcif ^ flwr w^ wter 

xjTm 4 ^ ^ ^ micihM 

w:\% I 

clft^TcTOTT? 

46. TR ^nfer 3TFncTf % mm % ^#sNt ^ f^mr^ % srgew-ll (ii) ^ 

PlHI^J'HK t 

"i^rm 18 ^ mf^ (2) # w w mf^ mmif ^ mm 

^ ^ ^ f¥^ mf^fwff w ^ mr ^ mm umw ^ 
^^7c7 ^ ^mr ^ mf^ mwif w^ nr^ ¥t w t ^ mr 
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I ^ m mm epmr ^?tmf ^ nrn 4 mif i w ^ 

# ^km i kt 3Fmr mkr ^ ^ f " 


!47. ^ ^ ^ ^ t % ^ 4 

! ^ ^ ^ Tnf^ 3TT^ 

t, zn 4=2TT WT 3mf^ ^ ^ yfcl^d 

I ^ 3TT^ t I ^ ^ t 4lci-lM cFTT^ ^ 

j ^ 4^3ff ^ 3Trm?T cj^tTr^r ^ fim?t 

I <^m, vjcqi^ dFm 3ft^ Tftcf ^ wfr ^\% \ ^ 

I ^ t ?fr 3rrm7Tt ^ ^ cf?fTT^ Tf 

I ^ I 3rt: ^ ^ ^mn % k\ ' ^ ^ 

I f^Tf% 4 y[?i^d mm ^ mm % \ 



:[ 4t. d4 


^44 

'Mvhcfl 3l'i6| 

dIMM 


4^ 

4Tfq 

J 3^Vl ci^l ricjei Rjhn • 

★ ★★it 

**★* 


**★ ★ 


G1 

T 4^ 

9,910 

13,009 

7,554 



MR« 

gg| 

f4 0c^ldl 


***★ 

*★** 

★ ★★★ 

* ■ "kit^iii 


ra (%) 

**** 

♦ *** 

**** 

it*ir* 

it-k-k-k 


48j. sjivjiiy Srrarixft ^ ^PTT^ 4^ 3TT45eFr 4iT^ % fd^! y(Rl0i'{l ^ 5!f^ 

I 3Tcrf^ i|5 SfrmcT 4>Wf 4^ %4T t 4? 4Fn ;t 3T4f[4^, 

j t^H, 'fT^ 3N4 ^ w ^ 4^t PrM % ^ S 4Wt 

I k\ d4KTR ^ 4T ^ t I >^HI^je4> 4 4^ ^ 3TmTtfi 4^ ^ 

I PlMNe' ^ 3Tr4Tcff 4^ ^p\ 4^ ^ ^ 4^ 3n^ t I ^ ufrfwrf 

I ^ 44W W4?T W44T 4 4R4’^4 4f^ 4^ ^ 3flY 4^ 

c^lTf^ ^ ^ infe^ 3rT4RT ^ ^ 4474^ ij) 4tt 4^ t 1^T4% 

4MR ^ 4^ 44T4 4>t ^fRT44T t 4^ f^ ^TTcTT t 

^ ^5^414 44 4^ c4c|^i4 W4m 4^ t sfiT 4Tfecr 4f[4^ % c^NT 4 
4>k?ff 44T4 4^ ^44^ t I 


49. 4^ v3dl4 4^ f%4cT c|v^cfl 44 c^ 3^4 ^Je4^, ^df, 344 wcl 

, 44T 4Td4F| 4ft4?4 4^ ^5^4^ f^ 45^4 4T ft4R 4^ f4 44T 

t I ^ ^41^41^} 4^ ^J?fr4 4^ f€l4?r 4T4T3ff>? 44T t I 

3n4rr?ft ^ 4^ 44 1 % 4^4 mrH ?mT 4 tpj ^ #4RI^ % 

^ 4Tftcf 3ftW #3n^44> 34414 4^ ^ 3441^ 4^. f^ 44T t I 4^ ^eHT 
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chlR^cfi #;5T ^ 3ff^ ^ ^ mf^nfr 

^ TTfcr ■c^\h^ % ^ ^ 77 ^ t 1 

^?prr Hlfe^ 3TFIT?ff % ^iRd ^fRld WMR 

^ flm>t % #cr ^ gft I WTH % cTF lW 

1%«cf % 37^ ^ c^ Rfiild {hm '^J^\ cj^ y^it^ ^ f^rafR?T 

cR^ % "W 2n % W Pi^^id] gRT vdtiVi cpl+idl cpcl^ 

% 3rmR ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ cf>^ xr f^xj ^ f xr^ ^ 

^ ^ ^ i WTH % ^ ^ PraW ^ ^ ^ 

arcrfir ^ PiqfRcT Mxt R ^P# % Rt^Ruifsf 

^pi % Pr^Rur % fcPj cTT^Fm ^r% {^ t i ^ ^\^\ 
frar 11^ amfl^PT, wipt 3fR wr ^ srpncilf ^ ^ ^ 

3r^ % i^RH Rgsft % ^ Rrg^ fif# ^n^riff ^ ^ 

^ I ^ ycpR ^ PitjIRd ^ ^TRITcTt ^ vjeil^i ^ f^?f>^ 

-^1^ ^ cf>^ ^ ^ t 3fR 4re-^^ ^ ^ ^ 3ft^ 

crx^lxfl ^ I 3TPncjt «PT 'HiRcf 3fRpT vitit^i 

PmeT inf^pff ^ Wl5t ^ t 3f|^ ^ WK ^ ^ 

t I vmw aml^ % -^kpr ^ ^ cp^ ^RTf^‘17% ^ 35% % ^ 
^ I 




Km 


«fIMH 


tr^ ^?ft7T cifi ^ 
^f%cT <^l+ifl 

***♦ 

♦★★★ 

***'Jr 

*it** 

**♦* 


9,910 

13,009 

7.554 

7,264 

13,230 


Irliitir 

*♦** 

, *♦♦★ 

*■♦** 

*itiiir 


!**♦* 


*A-A-A- 


**** 


50. "OT g5)77?T iR ^ ^ wit ^R^ OTtn % RrafRcT 

yftd cj?lHd "d pel’ll "4^ % ^TT^T "d % I ^R^ vid<iqcpl % (ci4 d^ 

dl^ ciftTfcT ^ ^c^iepH smr wrtn d ^ risn emr^ ^ 

Tjdt R xT#dnxT dim cjr^ ^ sTd^ % ^Rr^ %iRid^ % 

elPid R vdRld OT d R-dK cfR% fep^jT 17 ^ ^ | ^ 

^dm t dsRsf. ^ ^ d Tid^ d d^ ^ 'mRci ^Tfer 

vSTTcT 3Td^ % ^3dtn % fid? fiidR?T d?R%cT d ^ t I 

vjrm 3Tcifir % ^ r %i?f % ^nf^ 5% d 47% % ^ 

t 1 

^R^^ciRt d d^t&d aiitS^ him4<5 

51. fimr^ % 3T^-I! d ^ sRfiRT t R? dd Rd^ ^d % 

^R^ v3c4i<id R ^ 3TPmd % ddmd dt ^nfiicr 

dd I STenm Pl^^Ncfl % 3I^-ll (iv) Tf ^ cPRcR 3fR 

d%?Td ^ v3cd^ t d fd^, Pim, cir^ ftd vixMKcpdi, 
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52. 


iR 31151 Tn (SFrar ^5iVi wtrt RKwe, 5f5R[cft 5 ^ 

^ WFi mil 5nfuH, 5}^ 3cn?, ^ ^ tR 

^iRfftcp wnftci ^ajoiRw Tmra, ijjft iRftm ^ 521 ^ 

ci7t «FRn ^frFi ^ f^ilci iR Tmm cn^ # 1 

aRi amfit ^ «nrai, wtkf, «FmT wfm sik waft 

% "tiw ^ 'icil'i c^t R4((ci ^ :- 


■ 


2000*01 

2001-02 

2002-03 

plt^ 3T^* 


aki 


897,598 

910,098 

msbis^m 

|910,098 

B! 

& 

100.00 

101.39 

■UiUsEI 

MEiB 

aki 

<J^Vl cW 

789,600 

819,011 

846,998 

_ 1 -_ 

692,492 

_ 1 _ ' _ 1 _; 

Bi 

s 

100.00 

103.72 

■ngaEai 




87.97 

89.99 

93.07 

■ESliKM 

Bi 

& 

100.00 

102.30 


MlliSEM 



730.129 

756,220 

784,438 

1842,930 

Bi 

& 

100.00 

103.57 

107.44 

'115,45 


51? 5ji3 uiicn t «FmT wtFt afk ^akFr t^t fl[fji55jf if 

af^ arafir ^ ^ki? ■H+KM* ^ t i ms 

#cft ^ tbilki* ^Tt?T ^ 3n5mft iR aien-jltlt ?Jc5f cttitt v;n% ^ jik ftfEb4l' 
^ ff fUf %_«l?il5>5ii'W«)a TkcjTaak % ^ ft t ji cwrft, 51 ? 

5ik ft55ii anw.# ^ ^ Rraf^Fp ^ 5tk?f xr cfjff^ kt?T m 

krafe 5iR ^ f ^ 13 ^ 3 ^ 3ik ^ kraffkr 5f?pm k ^matt 

am t I arami, k«Rr ^ ^ krafw kiijPfd ^ k kkr ck 

afcuRi* Fiki if Mct 3r 7% f 3lk arm k 5 j? imffRi tfciT t fe k^n? kkt 

^ a^MKcbf ^ tim f5Rt ^ k Pi lien TfFii aricTT BtraaEi t j 51 ? iff krs 
fi>5}7 Tsncii t mlSti arraicff k *iTk <plHa a>klkt ?t^“5iff ktrrak t afk 

k«Rr ftM NjtMKtbi % am amifinp ftRi ^ k Pimcir 5frRii sRcnaff ik 

fq 51? ankw t f^ 5k^ vjeftn 9t 5 ? kf kfsk aikk ifj 
ftR afkkff if aFft aRk aft siRRH t 1 5 ifk ^jkk 5k aiakt ftsk wk 
Tjqik ^ aim #? a?r kt 51? aw t ai^^kMt ajea? ?kTk k fttsk 
araiaff tR uPifd aara ak5TT afk afkaFmRm 5itt aara ■'Swi4r sik sr^t 
ua5fR tR kt a^ I 
^Fnaami 


53.; akj iskta ak waamr ppRif^ ?nf^ k kt t.- 



-:-^- 

.. 

2000-01 

2001-02 

2002-03 

i ^ 3T^- 
cfiRcpt<fd 

Eg 


**** 





ilcicbdi u<jRf 

100.00 

107.46 

■115.68 

; 129.35 
























































['ipu—wni 


Wlta ^ TTTOt: WtUVRil _ 41 

^3^ ci>t >35fm?q>cTi 4 arafS/;^ ^ ff t i w ’ft ^ ft>?n 
’uri t ft* f?T w v>iraf ^ 3j%-^flcit ^ airamf 

^o5p ^ ^PRor ^ arafir ^ #fn ■qtcj Tsiitn ara^ a>?4 

cwr >3diic|ct,(;)i ^r fW t I 

• 54. Bgtn m 4#th stot P l' H(?ifeid t :- 


'.. - : ■ , ' ■. ; 

2000-01 

2001-02 

2002-03 

'3Tra 3fql^“ 



897,598 

910,098 

910.098 



100.00 

101.39 

■ngfcM 

101.39 

\J?fn tf>l vd;^iq»1 

|E|g 2 ^g| 

819,011 

846,998 

892,492 


100.00 

■trffiw 

mu^Jkkm 

113.03 

vi^Vi ^ 

87:97 

89.99 

93.07 

98.07 


100.00 

102.30 

106.80 

111.48 

-m ■ k 

1.635,448 

1,623,806 

lliifeMEIII 

1,851,494 


100.00 


109.60 

113.21 


aLi iJcki % aiwR XR, xm Rte 1^ ?rai t ft? wW % «i»iciT xsxraiTt xf 

4l|f t I vJimf ^ ^ airaifif xr Mie.-iM % xprr 

mn % pjRR ^at^i' % wm ^nratn 

t I "45 xife %4T Rrar t ft) «T^ araft ^ xftg xjsftxr 4)t «nrai xn^ ^ 

t, mrft cRfsff qftxrtn 4|f^^^srotg^ftitn^ t i 

ftaSt ^ ^Raftq? ^ ^f»nfttT f^ivnie: 

55. xsfjtxT 4)t ftj^.gft 4tkFr ftxxjftfftia t;- 



2000-01 

2001-02 

2002-03 

^ sraftr- 



730.129 

756,220 

784,438 

842,930 


100.00 

103.57 

107.44 

115.45 

3TmRT 





- 5Pm 

0 

9 

80 

27 

- WtTH 

17,260 

2,476 

- 

■ * 

- 'MvJjcD 3T^ 

612 

., - 

6,046 

14,460 

- ^gXRR 

5,140 

2 

866 

863 

- 

- 

2,951 

167 

202 

- 'Hqcg ^ 

23,012 

5,438 

7,159. 

15,552 

^41q«6 

100.00 

23.63 , 

,.31.11 

67.58 

3F!I ^ 






39.046 

29,689 

95,928 

36,681 


100.00 

76.03 

245.68 

93.94 

mcT-fM 

11,563 

3,844 

11,598 

34,361 


236-4 GI/2006—0 





































50,609 


100.00 


73,622 


100.00 


3.15 


31.26 
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'^3^4161 eg 


^?i') ^ 


armicif ^ 


3mTM A f?^- 
aHi 



33,533 


66.26 


38,971 I'114,685 


52.93 


0.72 




13.95 N 6.24 


86.05 I 93. 


II 




297.16 


71,042 


140.37 


86,594 


117.62 


1.84 


17.96 


82.04 



^ ^ cfRH ^ ^ ^ ^ 

:fRT t ^ ^ ^ ^ tnf^ ^ 

3Tm ^ 3.15% ^ vsTm smfir ^ noi% t i ^ 

3mrRft 4f "58^ ^ ^ sTFimt ^ d ^iwr ^#31.26% ^ 

^ 17.96% ^ w t, ^ ^ 

^ ^ 3Trm?T 68.74% ^ 89.27% ^ wu % I ^ di ^ t 

% ^ M^cb ^ Triten A ?nPr^ ‘M dl?T % arraid 

me^M nrfer armid % ^ Prrrat t *i 

^ ^ 3rR. cRTT ^ cRfHRj ?MT 

^ ^ % I ^OTtn % fff m) 44^ f^rf^ ci>r 

ft'HfelRsIcl t ;- ' ‘j 




'^41 3TT?r- 
3TWR TR 


2000-^01 

2001-02 

**** 

**** 

(100.00) 

(45.83) . 

ir*** 


100.00 

90.68 

**** 

***« 

100.00 

152.16 

**** 

ickitir 

(100.00) 

52.44 



^ ^ ftsilT W t fe ^1^ C^ (ift.^.^.) ^ ^ (2002-03 % 
1% ft 3ft? 86iveiid ^ 3?gfSr ^ .siirt % 4 ^ 3n^ i 

Pmticp ^ ^?pften gft ^ ^ ’fTO not ngc^t!^ sjt afi? 

WET not »i5en^ eiifNt 3ft? n^nrsff nsr aflTi ^Ht ftnr nm 4 i 


























































qmrqnww: 

qe^| 

qr^8^ 

^IMH, 'Hvi>4) 3Kq, f^'in.^ 

amf^ 3T^r^, 1998 ^ f^ciq?, 1999 ^ 

“f^cfi viii-q (uiix( 

> v^itq q>t J^J'^)a^lc1 

26.05.2000 

> aRRiq? vjljq qf^lH 

16.11.2000 

> v^liq mRijih H’dld^ 

26.12.2000 


> arm ^ m 


26.05.2001 


^ {^ arql^ 2001 ^ 




> ^ mRuih 


> mRujh 


> arf^ ^ ^Ruim 


> atto ^ mRuII'H ’■H^ld*! 


'■•”'-''‘'*-‘‘'‘“'W 


08.10.2001 


18.01.2002 


27.03.2002 


7.10.2002 


31.10.2002 


qan q^lR^if ^ ^^■'^)^ <^^41 qriq Nq 3?qf^ 2001 -02) 

> uijti c^ ^^xtoaiid 

14.05.2002 

> ukRt^ vjjjq mRuiw 

21.09,2002 

> ui^Rnfj mRuii^ qqid^ 

26.12.2002 

r\A no onno 


> atf^ ^ gRuim 


26.12.2003 


4141 4'^14Rmi qqr g>iq ^ ^ ^ ^ (viirq 

2002-Rraqf, 2002) 

> u1ir^ (j5t ^j'inaild 

08.10.2002 

> uRf5ief> v4fq qRoflH 

08.01.2003 

> v^iw mRuih i4q q^Tci^i 

27.03.2003 

> ujjrl mRuih 

01.10.2003 

> Ujjrl mRuIH ^^\<^^ 

14.11.2003 



57. ^ ^ w t ^ ^f)cR ^ xirferT armrcft % 

N3?irrT ^ ^rmr ^ ^ 8 ?t; ch'lR^ ctsjt ^ ^ 

^ (TPm ^ % ^qT^T 

armicff % i ^ ^ % qrq qcfqn 

^ 4 ■^, q? ^ ?pm qqjq qqr? % ^ ^ % qq^ 

Rraq^ ^ ^gEiR §3TT I trenPr q^HH wq arql^ % 

^3^ fMq qr^ (^jM€t) ^ sq I PwlRffcT ^ ^ 3nq q^ 2001-2002 ^ 
• >Hq) | v^ l c^ch 9}t, qfr q^ 2002-2003 ^ qgqgqqq> ^ qf cTsn qqq 3iqfe % 
qtqq ^c^Rg%r ^ein |3TT i q^ >3^ ari^r^pm ^eq> q^-^cqK 
qjqPrqr #, f^qNEftq vjqqjq % qgyq qqr^ q5t qrmqq^ qft SIcT 
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^ Tiw ^ ^ ^ ^ w I crnift, 

ton#T TOT 4 ?im 2001-02 w |^ »KirH«)> 8n, 

2002-03 if TcfjlVlffl'Sb ^ ift I ^ -W g fir tjgj joi ^ ^ ^ 

^ iPRTiT cTm ^Tcp? Traig W P l 4 l PH<1 ^ ^ a frl ^d |ffiM W t I 

I ftf^ ^ snraitff TR qTe»iM ^ 5 ^ pri^ % UK 13 % 

I if ^gjR fan, wiift j^i ^ ^ ’ft 'Hci)n^>i’i«b 

1 f^if^ W ^ Jjrar I ?if^ sraf^ % ’ll 11^ giil^ opiidiy ftrfhi 

I ?TPr^y^ I 

i ^tPT if flWW ft’WII 

I - ’' !' 

54. niftcT arrara! if ^rryfiftcp crar ypnf^RT ^ alk ^ 'if #eftn % wrr 

I ^ ^ ^ Ti^ I yf^ ^ ^ atraraf afk i^nyyT if vjdiKdAaqcT % 

j ym if airaraf % ^ sfiTitnftro if f^jiRir t:-; 



— 

L- 

2000-01 

2001-02 

2OO2I03 

_ 1 .- 

wfNraRiRr- 

qif^qSlya 




■1 




44.64 

46.57 ^ 

«aRM 

45.52 

ES 

^ vJc^^l^^c|5 

50.86 

wmiwikwm 


49.80 

S 


1.41 

Mil3M 

0.4p 

0.84 

ES 


3.09 

2.06 , 

6 . 0 b 

3.84 

B 



___L__ 




51.51 

HOEglH 

■BbBH 

52.17 

Bi 


■jjyjll 

44.42 

■an 

43.72 

S 


1.23 


0,35 

0.74 



2.71 

Hi^Hi 


3.37 

1 

■c| vJ€fl'<T ^ S 'H^ ^ 31I^Id 

*!«£[ 

2.91 



1.74 

1 


3.15 

0.72 


1.84 


^JFfIjyjT vsirar # f|j aiPiRf if yf^ M ^ mfecT arraid ^ flyyn 
I gif 2000-01 if 31.26% ^ ymgjy ^ araSt % tflyn 17|.96% y? ^ 

i af|y ^ »!m if y 1 ^ ^ lyifeyi anymff ^ ftyyn 1 . 41 % ^ 

0.84%, (arra^ 9f^4>y ^im ift ^ arafit % ^Rh 1.23"% 0.74 

% (ausiir yiftyi ^im ift y? nyp t 1 wr gca> aifeiyg if y?% ^ 
Jim if airoraf ^ ^Fsny f^yyir ■nyn t ^*(R> jfH wi ifi^Rg 'ayfRi % 
6 n«ny f|ys^ if ^ eft Pm^e anf. iRg, ^ araflr % ?yiit ^^ly 
fair I 1)11^1*111 %, defniH ^pyp f^t "sn^ ^ l^iPr if-j yra^r ^ % 
I sriemy fty=^ ^ ypiil^ f^ ■41 ^ ^ I ywfNm-w fti Fyy 
I vym % ^ yifIcT f^ W # anyneff XR tngjRl^l ^ |cri 4 % ^>iyi>i 

I qif^ anymff if Piyras affy FT5IR ## if ^tny fan t I yrate 4?ft ^ ■»)???) 

ci«jT apyf 4# *1 acnie{*f ci«n Pinld*f nP *)*t<i yd^ ny ^y4 ny 
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^ vJMd^ ^xRT ^ ^?lfcft lf% >j^Kch ^ Prat ach wm ^ 

^ cFf ^1^ XR w ^ f^Pikr s[# f l w ^ 

^ wfT t % ^ ^ Pi^id4> ^ cfyn^ 3P?r ^ ^ Prafe 

^ >r# # 3fl7 >3^ W arfcT^ «TOfT vdMd^ t I ^ ^ 

C?>|'<M( ^ ^ % *!jf^ WeH"'5p|?D ^ ^fTJT Wf ^ ^ vJcMK4> ^ 

f^pfe> ^ ^Tr?fT ^ ^ f^rafer ^ 

I m^m ^ #=nftcT TTTPfT ^ 1^ W ^ V5TR1T t Wi 

3rFn?ff ^ qie^'i'lsil fef^ ^ ^ 

TR ^ ^nw I 

N 

Cfan 

59, w ^ yTRTT t % srfec^ 'Htldcb ir| 

t, 3 t?t: ^nfecT sTFTmf ^ cfj wf TR ^Jc^rer wRifd 

?nTT^ 'lit ^ I ^ ^ cT^IT 

^ ^ ^ ?zft^ f^Hig'HN ^ t > 



2000-01 

2001-02 

2002-03 

virm aicrftt- 



**i^* 


**** 


100.00 

96.52 

92,73 

87,39 


**** 

★*** 


iF-ir^ic 


100.00 

106.14 

105.74 

113.77 


^ 3{^ % ^kpT tl^ Nj?lt7T ^ %JRN W Pl'iwe ^?lfcTT t, 

^ ■^Tf victTl^a-fl^ ?f^ f^^l ■^RT I ♦1'Jl^'fl 4 Pl'<|cic 

t I 

^Md ^ ><<flHI cWT ^ <^*id 

60. TR ^irfed 3TFimt ^ Tmm % ^ 4 Pif^ yrft^ ifRT ^ 

uTHT 3rtfecT t ^rmr ^ ^ c^t ^ ^irfed 

ail^ldH ^RT q>l*id WT ^ ^ W ^ #, 3T2T^ ^ 3ii^rrfl 

cf)l*1dl ^ vJe^'4Si4i^ ’tcl'^ clc|> SJ^^RIT h 41 dHT ^ 3RT^ t?51*icl ^ ^ 

'<Wdl ^ ^ 3P^JSTT v5e^<g*Tt^ tcl'^ cicp €|<5^ I «rRTR iR STRTRft ^ 
Tmm C^ ^edi ' c p' ^ Cf>^ % ten? Plf^ ^ ^ 3mf^ ^ ^FTTcT 

ct^Hdl ^ W 3ft7 W WU W ^ Wd 

^ % WT I '^*ii^je«P ^ ^ 

dsn dRTrit cA c^tHcft ^ ^ dPrmf % ^ ^ ^ ^ ft t l 

61. Prf5^ ^ ^ f^. ^ ^ ’TTdTTFl W MRqb'T ^ 

IfT^cfR cI? 1 ttcT tR Wf> ^ 1 ^ 1 ^ ^ 

P l ^Rui I Uiilddisf ^ .ft^ dW TTRfT TR ftw 
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f^qr ^ 'I 3TT2TRTt % ^ t% Vim ^ ^ srrejN 

^ 'rflfn^xech ^frftcT m^\^ ^?[Tm ^ toR 

t I cmR^cI) cmr ^ <wRtici) ^ fe>t, ^ crtt 

3TPTIcI ^ Tl|xf cl^ ^ ^ TJ^ I ^ 

^33ff % 3TRm % Tnft?! ^3fr?T?T ^ ^ cnt^R ^ 

^ ^ ^ I WTPT % ^[7W ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

qRg^ % ^ ^ PiwiRci w^ % ^ Rrafe ^ 

^ ^ 3r^ cpfgn ^ ^ ^RRerj^ ^ 

^ ftR M ^ ^ I ^ sraft ?> ^Rft 

^Tft?T >HHM ^ f^TcIR vfrqRf % ^RFf^ 3T^ 

'iff PiyRui ftj^TT ipn afR Rrafl^ "qR^ % ^ihm 

% iRm 3mT >3^ ^ ^ijt^TcT 1^ ^ eft ^ WIFT ^ Rpqfe 

^’icff ^ ^ ^ t I ^ ^ % Ri#?r ^Ff^Rt^ 

f^ZR W I ^ W W ^ TIc^ ^ ^ afFTRif ^ -^p Cf^ ^ 

3Tff^ % ^Rh v3iit^ ^ Rm ^ 3n^ ^ ^ 

t, f^RI^ ^ 'fSIlPteT ^ t fS ^ ^ ^ ^TT^Ieff % ^RlcJ ^iftn 

^ %>t ^ffTRr ^ ate? ^ t f 3TFimf w\ afR^r 

^5^ ^ReJ 'dEiVl ^ Pi cl ef ^ ^ aiFT ^ €|§a qiR ^ I vJtH aiqpl 

% af^ ciifgTT HirSn-17% ^ 35% ^ ^ t 
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TJc^T ^tj 3r^J^ c|> ^>(1-1 AdeiVl ^ PitiJRct ^fci<D['fl cp]*ia ^ 
cFT t I ^ 3T^ '^tm 5% ^ 47% # I 


WR yfir 4f. ^ 


^sm 


vjlIMM 

Sfjj'ti 

vJ^Vl A'<-itiRi4>l'ri 

**** 


**** 

**** 

**** 

yp 

9,910 

13,009 

7,554 

7,264 

13,230 

cjr^>i ^Rr-n 

**** 

**** 

**★* 

**** 

Ifkifk 


**** 

**** 

**** 

**** 

**** 


63. ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ sppft 

Wnft ^ ^ 4>T 3 IcRR j^r^, tj^ sjiftTf ^ ^ 

vic^^-flij Tpft 3TT ^ 3?smT ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 3P^ ^ 

'jjTRft 

64. f%f^ ITTfir^ im % WTH ^ W 45t ^ ^ ¥t ^ 

Ri'ticpi 6df|^<7 Pl+^lciRga ailcicf^l ^ I^^l '^PTr ^ > 



2000-01 

2001-02 

2002-03 

v5ny 3Rfe- 
4iR<i?lg)a 

^*TR >{^41 

**** 

**** 

•k-k** 

___^_ 

**** 


100.00 

152.63 


161.39 

R rt?) 4? % "^ WT ^ 'ti*m 

•k'k'k'k 


kkitk 

**** 


100.00 

147.06 

193.60 

137.77 


^M^cW % 3TTErR ^ ^ ^ t % ^ 3r4fe if? ^iffn 

% WTFf ^ ^ ^ t I cTKlTfir W?H ^ ^ 

^ 'PTcffcT ^ ^ .1 


65, cf> f^1%r 3T#4? ‘^Rcj^ 4?t ^ cp^ ^ % 

if? Hl^lcHcb^TPm^ 'HcbKlc^4? t, # ^ ^ 

^ ^ 3r^ ^ftcff ^ MieH'i'lfcJI % cfTTm f I ^ ^ 

'3TMT ^ vdEjVl cfPT, ^ ^ 3Ty^ 4?T^ 

PlN^KH ^ ^EIR fcfTTJT t I cisnfir, vaiffn ^ 3Tf^ ^ ^ ^ t 
(^Eflfry 4^ cFTTcTR ^BT WRT 4?^ W t). ft’^lRld ^ ^ ^ ^ STR 
ygd 4R t 3fR ^EJ^ ^efW y>T ^TcjR cn^ ^ y|cT ^ f ^ WR ^ 
trT % yicTH^lEJl ^ 4R^ ^ Bliw yft ^ ^T4?RT?^ ^ 
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3RT 9n?T *bK4> wsa ^NUII^^b 


70. ]fflR|cbl>n ^ EZJH Pluii^cb ^rtten % HTTcf^f XTcT 3 

(3Tg^ 3.5 ^rf^) ^ ^ ^ ^ m] 3TtM^ % f^nW 

3ff7 W t 1 ^ ^ W t % 3FrJWf 4 ^ 

^JTFM ^ R WfM wmf ^ Ruif^cb ^ 3T^leflif 

l^rajR ^ ^ ^ ^ RcRR ^ ^jr^fferr A 

^ 'd'*iici'ii % ^ 3 ^ 'ife^fea "^rtter eTPJ 

^ I 3TTft^ pRfjR ^ «ft arf^TTcT 9^ % MIciixlW cRR ^ 
IJlf^lchlRijl ^ ^ ^ ^ RfcT STrOTcfr % 

iRm ^ ^ ^ 3fk nre^fM ^rr % 3.3 ^ 

l^urfw ^nffen % ^ Rpj ^ ^ I 


71. ^ ^ fq »ft, cfsn anM^ Prwr % % MienM 

<?RR % arg^ 3 % aRfjfe 5Tf?r x^ ^Rwr^j 'it ^ l^mf^Tc^ ^r^ftsn 
^ arfir^fer art^ ^ t; Mil^cbi>!) inn ^cSttr d^ q^fqR d^ ^ 

^ qrferf armid % ^ ^FRmrw % msr-msr d^ ^ n^nw q5^ 

'dcf TTcp ^ t” I HlRlct’I'fl nfcf ^ t” % W aRT 'ej4l6|«€i WT 

^?5Tnr^ ^ ^iftn ^ d?r 1^ 13T9M ^ qft nRw 

^5R[ #d ^ OT?nd cmr 


72. ^ ^ ftRT R]T aTRTcT RpRr g^R t :- 



2000-2001 

2001-2002 

2002-2003 

fiiiiKiiiiirilil' 

w’.g ^ 

23012 

5438 

7159 

15552 

qr^ ^ 

39046 

29689 

95928 

36681 

qr^’qM J^^ecb 4 
nqr^ qjc^ ^ 

11563 

3844 

11598 

34361 


73621 

38971 

114685 

86594 



31.26 

13,95 

6.24 

17.96 

qr^ ^?T 

53,04 

76.18 

83.64 

42,36 

dMi^ qr?^ ^TT 

15.71 

9.87 

10,11 

39.68 


jft.-CT 

2000-01 

2001-02 

2002-03 

\5IR ad^- 

qjR<^4yd 


23,012 

5,438 

7,159 

15,552 


0 

9 

80 

27 

'JllMI’T 

17,260 

2,476 

- 

- 


612 

- 

6.046 

14.460 


2364 GI/200<5—7 
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5,140 

2 

866 

863 

tqq 

- 

2,951 

167 

'202 

^mr ft?T-qTqqftftt qrR 


0 

17062- 

2713 

2025 

4 _ 

17 

7305 

202 

300 


33 

. 0 

6230 

21519 


19032 

327 

13248 

0 


0 

4972 

42372 

12769 


19964 

22 

30982 

67193 

ipq q dqift ciic^ 

^iHIpliJI 

0 

0 

0 

6650 

jTi 

5132 

0 

0 

1530 


5217 

0 

135 

6173 


^ % 3trm % ^[tiRcki 3f?t 

3r^ ^ ^ 3THTM f I 3RT ^ 3TRM 2000-20001 ^ 50609 
^ ^ 3Tcff^ 71042 4t.^ ^ Tfzn I ^ 

^ cblR^i #cf>.7TUT. ^ 317^ ^ 3Tf^ qr ^ 

B?qT^ ^ #nRwr, '^.wi. ct^t ?it^ % “cr qr^ qq 

3n^ eRT^ fq mf^T q^ 8ft I ^ % ^q^ qrRraq^ ^ qrq qq 
qqftq qff qrqr ^nRrar, qftRqr-^qj.qR. qqr irr^ % ^ 

vj#q qft vdc^^-ftq drf ^ t I q? ^ %qT w f% qj^q^ 
q erqr^ qiR R qiRq sfRiq arRiq qftqq-^qq^ ^ qft qifeq 
qftqq 3isiqT mrf^ R ^rl^ t i 3 rt: q? ^(ftqq cqcf^ ^tmt t 
3Fq ^ R fq 3TTqmf R ^3^ q^ qj^T qqr ^ ^ ^ ^ qftt 
qqjq q^ q^ ^ l 




2000-01 

2001-02 

2002-03 

vTiq 3Tcff^ 

|y2 

— 


1,623,806 

1,792,411 

11,851.494 



100.00 

99.29 . 

109.60 

113.21 


73.; fcTqRi^ qrqrq qft ^ q^ qtq q^ 2001-2002 ft 1635448 ftt.'Sq ft 
q^qR qriq siqfe ft> ^Rrq 1851494 ftt.'sq ftt q^ I q? qt^ qqr 11ft? 
dft qft TT^RT 3Tq1ft ft qjq cFTTcTR ^ I 3m: qFT ft ftqrfftq yigjqq 
qq^ q# t. ^Rift q^ qftftr qft ^ ft ^ I 
HnqKTrfftqqmTq> qigfeqtqqfftft^qgnqft^^cqiqqft 
7 q.' ftq^ q^ gqq ^ ft snqm ftm f afR q^ ftiftR ft wtr 
qfftqqmrq^ Tngfftqt qft! t I ft?T ft cjqR^iq? ft!^ ft? 37 vd^ic^cpi ft ft qft^ 
qfttq ft ftq^ q^ ft? 10 vmqqq? i^iilftd f I qN?ftq ^qqqq? qq? ft 
qfcPRqf qRft f 3^ wr ftt ftq^ q^sft % qfq ^^Jcq ft ftl qfrRqqt q^ 
# 1 tR^ vjfttq qft qftqft ftq^ q^3ft ft? qfq Tjcq ft qqrfftq ^ t i qft^ 
^jftlq qft ftmiftcr ^ifft qft qftqrq f^rfft qq q?R^ cznqR qRrqqmrq? q^tfftft 
smqi fftftftt q qft^ ^qqqqft ft? ftq yRfwrf qft ^rR^iftl q€t qiqj qq 
^aqmr i 
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ifl ^lP ra? ftcbw ^ f^rafer P i ^mkh 


75. fcT^ s5(^Kch ^ ^3^ cfjt gfcf^T^ ttc^ ^ ykftf^ 

^ armrf^ ^ l ^ f afr? #Tf 

■^f ^ U^ W^ t I '^^ 3T^ cbMPl^i 3?XTit ■sffeftPt^ c^ Tfyci7'[) ^ 
^R[ ^ vSTlRld ^ ^ #, rfSTlft ^ mRcI^h Cf5t ^ yf?l^ cff!^ 

enrf ^ ^ 'JiN ^ ^ Mji|T 1% •i<fl*1dH ifllTtPr^ ^le) \5c<i|c;c|7 

^ ^ v3d1RH eT™ ^ t 3T?mT % t I 3mT 

yUllPlcbn ^fiid ^ ^ ^ ^ ^3#rT ^ d^ % 

% WT ^ 'df vdONI I ^ WJ\ fd 'Ei^ vdeiVl ^ 

3rTd^ d 'ti«l<€( q't^d ^ 3rc^ ^ Piqld t" d^ cf>qd % 
^ vjcdvyd’M iTTO ^ w t I ^ WR d 

fdife PitMic^H dt d fddd % ^ dt d 

fdrfcf cijkIsik d % wf Pirk-i ^ dd 

^rm ^ 3fk ^ drf Rd d Wd ti 

dt vi^wchdi 

76. .3TmR ^ dt ^ d^r d d?H w ?t9tt d 

WT ^ d vSc^Kcbdl ^ WqflRT t I ^ d d? ^ 

t % d^ d 3d^ ^ xjcqr^ ^ fifd ^ ^ ^‘^iqchdi 

^ ’it ^ t I 

77. -21^ d de fdn w?n t fd ^3dn d ^tmr ^ 2002-03 ^ 

3n^ 3fk d^r d d?H fan t i d^r 3d^ d d^H 

'fT^ q'i^d ^ d^ vJETd ^ Pt^IRcl Plqd dd, 3fR cRT 

PidRcT d del d ^ cj>n t sd wr d^ fiid ddd dt 
t I ^ fddf d^ v3dn d dRd ^ ^ dcir t. d 
d/'iT^ ^ W^ yfcif^ iw 3d ^ RfecT ddd ^ d 

M'^^rr I d d? Id^i q^i fd qR fddr ^tptr^ ^3^ ^ dd^ 

■qr fd^ vjin^, d sTRnd ^ 'dd d cfdrH Rd 

wT:ft dd? dm I ’iRcT d ^aidr d fdf^t dmr d ^rwt m 
m’T dmr ^ d^ md df d fddr mfer ddd ^ d i 3 r: 
^ fdj>RTT rnim t fd m^dd mro d d^ d l^irf^ ^ dej 

^n d dddf dcr mfer snmd d ^rr dd i 

q^*ii^ ^gjJI Pt^j: 

78. fdF5i^ ;4 fdj mj ^ fdTR md d ^ de fdm micTT t fd : 

(d v3dn d PiRkh ^ arw, ■vjcqr^, amm fddd dr 

d ^ 't1cf)Klc*|cp M'^Pl MqRld ^ I 



_ THEGAZETTEQFINDIA:EXTRAORDINARY _ [Part I— Sec. H 

(^) c^, ^ fsn t ^ ^ 

PmTcTT ^d'|fc|'3Ffc|^ ^ sn 3frf ^ d^lldK ^ q% 

^ 1 

(Jt) ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ t I 

(^) ^ cTPJ q? ^ ^ ?Tt OT^RT vJlltq 

; ■^qrcft ^ ^ ^ l ajM^r, mddM 

\ ^ qfq qftqcT ^ Mfer dcr ^ q>^TRT ^ mf \qm t i 

79. ; ■^cife TR ciR^ % ^ afrf ^ ^ ?2TH' 

; qq ^ f^r^ t ^TErf^ tjet^r % f^ic^q ^etr ^ 

\ 3lk Tq^ ^ ^ ^ cRnft, 1^# 

^ I 

^ ^ srg^ ^ qn^ i ^Ri ^wmr 

80. ^srafrq qq iiF di> t % atdi^ artarr ^ ^ qR% 

' t f^ MiddM ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

; ^ afrf erf^ % teetq^ % 

\ % an?TR tR cf^ "q^ ^ l arcr: ^ ^ ^ -qq ^ 

: cf5R^ ^ ^ ^ W q?t ^ t % cRn ^ ^ 

; f^rfcF ^ ^ ^ ^ 3TTW t I qrl^rqnft % ^ t 

i qR^ ^MR ^ cRgaft cjq XTTfecT XR 3TRFT ^ t ^T 

: qiedM ^mr ^rctt t ^ ^ ^ qrfer cf^tq^ m f^Ritd 

^ ^ q?t ^OTTqqr t I ^ ^ qR^ ^txRT ^ q^T qrfecr an^mf ^ 

qfe F^ ^5qdT t ^ X3#q cf^ 5Tf^ ^ \ ^ 

^ t qreFrM ^ aqqrdf cr 

81. ^ ^ qS ^ ^ af^, Rm q>t qf^ % f^fer 

qaff FRT ^Rgd ^jEHT qci ^ aiRTR xr qrf^rqnfr frt va^ ^ 

^ ^ ^ ^ dT ^ WTTW ^ ^ ^ ^ qf t I 

qr&cR^ d PmReit % afg^-ll (vii) % ar^^ qRdf^ d^ ^BFRiqq ^ 
^qqf^d ■cR fWf fq d^ % ^ di ^ 

^ ^ ^ t; f^Rd PlHr^'HK X3c^ t:- 
\ 

“m^f^ d^ d‘ 3mm w Pmfm rmf w mnRrf dw ^ f^ sndr, 
f^rmR ^cw m ^f7 ^tmw w / i^RRdfid ^ Tffmk f^r^ ^ f^rf^ 
d?w dc# # wsT ^ d^ bM 7w m%v d7 

srrm^ W7^ / md^ d^ d d ^ /^dw 

md wm f¥^ mfdmfl sm wff d wsr-wsr ^ mvd m /^wr ^ 
d7; 
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(cf7) ^ mft^ 3fimff ^ ^ ^ sriir^ ^ /^w# anwff 4 ^Rikr ^ ^ 

(^) Md0 ^ mw ^ mkr ^ wr # kwH ^ft^, w dnmmff, ^ 

kFf^ f^ ^RiR^ Mcf kt mk # ^ wMRf ¥f # 

e2/pf ^ fv w?r/?27- WT^ ^ mfkf RrM ^ ^Rjkf ^ ¥f wmww m 
kmr ^ I 

(n) ^ sTFm ^ w ^ ^ i, Rpf^ w wvmRf m 

wm sfR 3ff^ \d^^f ^ mn ¥f wmm t ^ 

(W) UW cj^ cj^ ^ ^jJM ^ W 7^ k" 

82. -m^ 3T^ ^ ^ Piiit^ci7/vdcMKct> ^ ^ ^TTjterr ^ 

^ ^sxR t I ^sTtv^ ^ ^ ycfnf^ ^g^cpTT % mm 

m f^Rife ^ c^ ^3fr c^ m^, vjcW’T 3fk "fTFT % ^ 

c^ t I ^ ^ 1^ ^5TRTT t % 3T^ % ^kpT 3TFTKff c^ ^tTT^, 

^ 3T^T^ ^ ^ c^ mm cjfirrcrf ^ Pi^ld4> ^ 

% w viMd^ 3Tf^r^/gcF^ ^ ^ PmeH #f^jcn ^roraft ^ ^ ^ 

km] % md^M ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^nfer anwr 

c^ ^ ^ ^ ^ t l ^ f^Tl% ^ ^ 

% 6i|c|gci QTRcT ^ ^Rg^fr ^ f^Rlta WT t, ^ c|,^hH MIcl-i'iW 
^ ^TTfer 3n^ c^ ^ 3fk ^ ^ c^ ^fmrcRT t i 

83. ^ ?mT ^ ^ 'HHMid'i ^ ^llf^d ^ ^ ^ % 

v3<^K4>/p|i|jdcb WcT ^ nrefcl^ ^ sA^lf^lcb viM'^lcWI^ ^ ^ ^ 

c^ sTTjfS ^ t I "JiF ^5TRn t #t ^ 

% ^kPT -IMcl?'), ^ q^3Tf ^ qq? TTg^ 3mn?rq> ^ 

t, ^ anqf^ % f^ qqfer an^ ^ ^ t, ^ PiHiRhd ^ 

t :- 


"iidciA ^ Pif^c^iaft ^ 
f^[ qr^T (4t.^ ft) 

2001-02 

2002-03 

2003-04 

2004-05 

2005-06 

Rfclcil ^ H\^\ 

100000 

115000 

mmsmrn 

120000 

120000 

yiki {^^aW u^wici 

352000 

262000 

86000 

38000 

118000 

yiki ^l^:■^ ywici 

83000 

122000 

134000 

127400 

147000 

^I'^facjjafaff 

m an^ 

100000 

86000 

32000 

18000 

0 

afl'i^'ch’dail qft 

^T? 3TT^? 

0 

29000 

88000 

102000 

120000 


84. ^ WT t iTN^ftq ^ Mi^-T^Jt gc^ cTqrq ^ ^ 

arq® % c^ ^ arrjJ^ "4 anr^ ^ g^nq 

%qT t aft? q4 2005-06 ft v3^ argf^ qft wm ^rtt Fif^ q>? ^ t I 
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'iMcnl % yfcRq^ yffh^ii % vjif^ anTOrwrafr 

^1 v5TT^ ^ Wft ^ ^^tmcRT t I cjciHH ^ 

^ ^ 3R^ri^ yfri'wyl #ft B?qi^ 

UtT ^nfer ^ ^ ^firnw t i crIhh f^if% ^ ct^^th 

TTTt^fM ^ ^ SToqte Pf^Rqqf ^ 3fR ^Jcqrq^ ^ 

^♦lal ^ TR^ Cjj^ ^ ^fRiTcRT t f^RT^ ^R^^THRWT ^3#n 
^1 drT ^ ^ I ^TicR^ ^ ^ pRlfecf^ % mn vjq^ ■^BTW 

3Tl^r^ OTcTT ttRcT ^ ^ ijfeft ^ ^ tToTtIT t 

^§T ^ iiMR ei^l^cb iiRciciHi'lld 13fR ^fNrf^ ^nfer ^5h?ff ^ lTR?r ^ 

clft TfT^t ^ ^ ^f?fTRT ^5^ ^ cfft t 3fR 

^f^^^TRRcf^ ^gftTj cfjT 1^ I f^ddc^ ^art ^ ^ ^ 

^ v3^^ cRRiT Tmr t ^ ^ amr ^ 

TTifecf cfWf ^ wcfk eiMR ^ wnft ^ 3ngf^ ^ ^raf ^ 
f^^JT ^31^^ ( ^ ^ ^ gR^gcki cTifRTTr ^ t ^ wct 

^ ^ ^ ^ McT 3fR Rrqfep ^ ^ 

'HiiiM i 

1 

3 ^3wif % w<T ^ % 'tmiftci TPira ^ ancPePT cpt^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 
ftjqr yirar t fe fh ^ ^ % to 

1^ aff? Prafcr TOiaft ^ ^rakr ^ftmcRi t l ^ % 

t ^, w TOiw t f% ^3TOf ^ arg^f^if^ M % 'i^K* 

^Wf q^E^aff ci>t an^ j|^ ^ aPHFj^, f^R# 'et^ ^lim 

gjlj arpt afR «if^ IrSRFt ^ TOn^ d t afR l^iVf ^fm^r M 

^jinfecT arnirat % ftw ctpi meH'fld % eprut ^pR prefer fatr t i 

f=i ^ ^ Piddth ddJId*!' 5RT ^ d TORRT # TO^T 

aftfr mci % *i^i'j|'( TO^aRn«f afR vj-m'^I Rj'^i rt RrtidT % I 

^ ^ Plilldd ^ ^ oWR afR I# % "Hlfel 

Ei^aft ^ iirft TOT ^ an^ ^ ^pE|5t «ito ^ ^toj ^ ^ ^itct 
-H^ dddcH TOR ER 'HIHM d^Td fil'dcbl'H TTTO d dTOdT t I 
Tt^ ^IRRif ^ d? UdRid ddT t f% d^Td d STOT RldT t eft 
dWT ^ del ^ ^ d>t WTTEHT t I 

(^il«l<S 'id dd dW el^ % ft> vJaVl ^ ?dR vsn^ d f^Tf% ^ fisi-s 
^ d andid d>t ^f’d^ tot afR ftdj ^ ^ arTrot dft Rmrf^ 

^jdd dSTT ^ andid % tor difm er dr^ totI^ uto % 
W ^ dft# RPSd TR^d d#f ftjdT % I aTT^ arjftd "fEpdr t ftj 
d^ ^ dedldd % TO dTOd ddfe ^Efd ^ PmdM dm OTdT 

afl^ Rftmd TOTftd TOd d dl^ it ftdT fdd dm d TI^ fcRJ 3TTTdT TO 
ftdr t I EJdTTO Ttfeldtd pidd* ^ df dd t ft) ddfp ddlTdd dd 
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siMijVl vmcH t 3fl7 ^ eft nRT Pi^leicb ^ P ) MeH 

^ OTcTT t ^ ^ ^ 3{>HHM ^ ^ t, ^ ^ 

^5TT?n t ct5Tpft % ^ ^ ^ vdeMKH, fefft, 3ik ^ ^ 4 

^ TR^cT ^ ^ 2ft I 3ferM ^ ^ cT^ W t fft? t^Rm 
3 TfM ^ dctcfjlft ^ ^ ^micRT ^ 3TTW ^ 3TmR ^ e^T 
^TcTkTT t I 

87. ^jsftrr ^ cT^ % fft> ^ ftj f^pfe> 4 ^rfeer 

^ CR^ cf>T Pmftr viTT^ # 3fk ^tel^ ^ ft? 

vJeMKchl gRT ^ ft arfeT^ gjk ^3^ v3Md^ 3T&ft^ ft? 
^f5rm ^MR ft ^ cr>T TTT^ ftR? viOft ^ ^TWTT t I ftefel^ 

ft anrft ^ ^ ft? wfty ft ^ ^^enft^ ir^ ^ fft?m t fft? 
efl'ti) ft^ll ft? fef^ 2|T 3^7 ^TReT ^ fft^fteft ft? feT^ efft^ vdHdSM 

^ ^ I ^3:sftn ft ^ ^ t fft? ^grsftn aft? 

3TRlfft?f ^'I'Hift ft? fttw clftTTcff ft 3RR ?eHT 3Tlft^ t fft? ^ fft^cfRT ^Rft cT>T 
^r?R^ ^ t fft? ^ W^RMt viTTen t ftt ft ft?T 

^TReft^r ^RifR ft 'H6|<S cRgsff ‘JTTft elft STTqJft cf>ftft 3ft^ 

STRM viTerfft) fftft^ ^Icjcjft' ftj ijR^ gcR ^ ft PlMciH ftRa v34d^ 

t I 

88. %eR?r ^ gRT ffti? ^ eR?f 3fl^ ^T^ftftf ^ ^ fleR^ ^ gRT 

^f?^ Ty^ ^jen^rr/dT^ftr m\ infft^ift ft? fft^ ft ^ef^TH ^ ftmffter 
§ReTT, viieMKH, Iftl^ftl', SfRlftf, fft^, TfR ^ fftfft?ftf ft? ft 
cpl*iel ^dft, ^TR^ 3ft^ fttdft ftftt ^ fft^ftftf, ftftt ft 3TRTftt d^TlffteT 
^Wf ft? ^ ft vJMd^ ^;spn3ft/dT5ftf ^ CUB ft ^ ^ t I ^ 

fftqf^r cRft ^ f^ fft? CRT Wd ^ ^df? ^ dPJ 

t, ft fftRfcT^cT tR fftw fW t :- 

(j) Tjd diW ft PltjfRd Wd Bf^ I 

(ii) ^ yftlddi4’^ckH dm ft fft^ifft?r Bf^ dfr ftf dm 3Ri^ ft? 
^t^ mK\ ^ fft^rf^ ftt^ ft, ft ^ fft^ fft5^ ^ t 3fl^ Wd 
Bf^ Praff^ ftjRt w t I dFT ftt dm ft? ^r^ ^ 
^ PBter dff ft?^ #, dfftdTft ft fttdft ftftf ^ Pmfftf 3fl^ 
fftftfPeT dBim q;dT TR fftw Wd ^ ddmdT 3flT RiM^lRj^l 

fft?^ drft ftcRlft? ft? dft^T ft dd-i dlf^RT dT fft><Ti ft I 
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; (iii) siM t]tt ^ R>kiKT^ eqn ^ 

^ OTcTT^rf, ‘^N^ ^ M-cjf^d cjWt, Mrft 

c^ cji>wf^cb ^PTiflicT I 

89. ^ cpKcnl ^ vjfM ^ ^in?iT ^ 1% : 

(^) : M % Tn^ jf\f^ cmr^ 3ri^ t; 

(^) I ^ ^NrT^ ^ 1^. ^ ^ 

I sTcFlrf? ^ ^ 1%^ ^ t ^ ^ ^nftcT c^kcft ^ ^l ^ 

I 'HHM ^ Site ^f>te ^ te ^ ^ ^ ^ te I 

! ^ 3TKM teite te ^ TRvnte #cite ^ ^ te ^ t 

I ^ ^nte ci?[TT?ff qr ^ ^ arter t i 

] 

(^) ' Tte ^ ^ te^ cter TfF?cT 4 Uxlfelcl tet cffte 
? teftcT % ^telf) ^ q>TP5) qjTI t I 

(^) I f^Riter HM ^ Mcif^id ^ ter Tm t qieqM qrro ^ 

^ 'jTT^ ^ qr^ 3T^T^ TJ^ vjeiVl ^ 'ff^TTW 3flT ^^e4) 

vjfpft % Tmm ^ SIHIdi^qcb sn I . 

? 

i 

(^) I ^if^ C^ Slcfl^ ^ cSkR ted’c^J M % v3dIKcl)l g[M ?Tte 3fk 

I ^ sicrf^ % c|kR ^iRici OTcTT v3q4)q tt ter qte yitei^ iim ^te" 

I M q?[ 3mg^ OTcTT^ ^ te^ ter ^ 1 ^ ^ ter ^ 

% vjc^rtef ^ OT^cFd 1028000 win ^ ^rqtef ^ 

i 707000 fu^ % \SdJKcbt 120000 t, tsite 
% ^Jcqnter % ^Rte ^ ^ 1886000 w t i sr^ ^ 

HM y^fT ^H4>I>fl % srj^ ^ ^ % ddlldch ^3cf^ ^ 


SlU^tld ^Hdl 

1028000 

'Hvhc^l ^ 3TVI^ ftIHdl 

9000 ift.^ 

viir<TR ^ SlU^tttl m^\ 

,707000 >ft.CT 

^TH ^ 3iU^tK1 ^RRTT 

120000 

^ 3IU^cW yHd[ 

1886000 

>{161^ ^ $ei ^Hdf ] 

3750000 tft.CT 

*iiq 



1851505 Jft.3^ 

> 3TI^ ^Md 'df^d 

2108996 
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[ ^I—•TsPJ^ 1] 

90. ^ 3rjfn7 ^ ^ f^ P i H^id t :- 

f^mfgR gPTm ^ #mfeT ^ratcT 



^ XRT XT 

X3TNIH 

Mf^4i 



^iTOT 

13,147,000 

4,941,000 

11,605,000 

332,000 

803,000 

'dcqK^ 

12,109,000 

4,234,000 

9,719,000 

212,000 

794,000 

iiRRTT v3L|<m1'‘T 

92.10 

85.69 

83.75 

63.86 

98.88 

>iiy^4Tl JifR<TT 

1,038,000 

707,000 

1,886,000 

120,000 

9,000 

vJiliJM 

600,000 

5,000 

340,000 

15,000 

- 

'f^ 

12,709,000 

4,239,000 

10,059,000 

227,000 

794,000 

<dT 

o 

o 

o 

o 

o 

3,626,000 

9,616,000 

125,000 

142,000 

:iiRlRcKi ^fd^cfi 

1,699,000 

613,000 

443,000 

102,000 

652,000 

Idd 

1,709,000 

613,000 

443,000 

102,000 

652,000 

'ilRlRcKI vJMd^Idl 

.(10,000) 

- 


- ' 

- 

R<^'d 'i^idR^ ftl’Hcll 

1,028,000 

707,000 

1,886,000 

120,000 

9,000 


dr 

50031000 Jft.CT 

^nmr 

57574000 


7543000 


^5 w w cMT ^ ^ ^ 3[fvr^ 5R?n t, ^ ^ 

f^n ^ t % ^ ^ STT^ ^ McT ^ t 1 

^ncT^i, flf?f?t ?T3TT ^ ^ ^ f^^f)7^ XR f^fxfR c|R^ 

^ t MienM cHTO ^ ^ trr^ ^ ^ afR 
MRuiiHd: d^ wwr d v^nff tn^ % ttbr d 

^ t I 

91. ^ ^ t % Plijidd ^ ^ ^ 

^ t % ^ ^qrd d cHTO ^ ^ ^ f^rfcT ^f d^ ftR ^ ^ I 
OT^^rr, vidMi^n, ?MT WT % 6iR ^r ^ \3 m<h^ d ^ 
^ fdn t % xire^rM ^ d dg d xynd 
^r 3r97m d t l am: mR^iih % 

IRT ^ Rr^ ^rmrRm t % R^ w d ^Fqm t xjtfm 

d d f^rf^ A dcT dd i 
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cbK'Ull^ct^ cm ^ vmff ^ jcfTt ^ 

^ 44 ^ % 3imR ^ t f^ :- 

^f; 

(^) ^ ■v3c^v!si’ilq ^ t 3i^ TTiftH amn# % 

^ ^ ^fTHTcRT t; 

("4) ^ cmm ^ ^ t, ^ ^ ^ ^Rgsfr ^ 

^ VR^ vjlM4,|Nn ?mT ^ ^ % ^Rt=T^ 

3jk f^d€ic€[ ^ ^ 3RRTT cfszft x|cr ^ 

f^r^ ^ ^rftc^xyeic^ 3fk ^Rt^H ^ ^ ^ ^Tcr 

4T^ ^ ^ ^ m\ Pl^Wdl ^ ^^tJTRRT % 3TmR yif^cbl'D ^ 

m t f^: 

I 

-\ 

(i) ^HeHS ^Rgq ilRtftll ^ ^ 'IlferT ^ m 

^ t 3fk tJTCT ^ 3lftt^ t 3fr? it-ftPM ^ 3t1?R» t I 
^ cTrfJTB 'JCM c^ra ^ ^ cTt mfsff ^ •'TRtft^ 

Tf Tt^ mftcT cf5Wt TR t I "*!? ^?STlff(if ^ ^ fcp 

?I5Efi cfjf H'lidR Rg^ men % tpot cpg^ % 

3H|c)^iJcb t I 

(ii) ^srsrftr s# arafe efft gcRi ■q^ ^ qW Pi^mw^ # ggR ftjqi 

t, ctanft q^ Biim qft-f^iPr qFgg> «Fft ft t i ?ja% ararai qf^ 
tRfqrq qrsqgl^ft qrqgr ^ f^rat ytiai t ^ vieil'i ^ sil^ 
qn^ gM 3T8TCIT Ft^ I ‘ 

q? Pnsfjt PraqcTqR % q^ qtgftn ^ f^iPr qi^ q^ ft ^ ^ 

^ anqicff % cpruj ct sil^ ^ araqi fq: qiqiqqi t, qf^ 

gj?5p qr^TO ^ feRiT wtji wiRitpi'fl cpi q? atPpTfT 11^ 5q ^iil ^ anqicft % 
qqiq qnff g^gqi aiw^q* t i qsirft giqir ^ ^ qisq % q^fqn gqq 
rfqr qti^ qrsftq q?t ft S# q^ fT otTf MlriHg'lsJI 4 'K?flqq ^ 
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3<ic|!^<jcbdi t I 3 rt: wiUlchi'fl 5^ «r5)^ jrm^ f afk ^ ^ 

% arFTRit TR ^5Sp vsnft ^ R)q> l R!; i f I 

95. uilJlcbifl -eR^ ^ ff ^ ^ ^ ^ 

#5T % ^ arrairff tr Tns’dWt ?mHt aiwsfii* -hhs)^ f l 

mdH'i'ld dt ^ Tifti € mci *1ll«11 % «R1^ 3ra^ cljif 

d, f^rdlj cmi'i vifi^ TR 'Ei^ giftn ^ dcr ^ i drr Ridm % 
Mt^RTsf snTirat % i^i^r ^ ^ gjRi wet araitt % PidRci ^Rcj 
v 3 ah % *nftcT aiW ^ «i^ ^ ^ dt 'n^ t I 

96. ild^'HK UllSlchlfl ^ RmilRs*! ER^ f 5RT dHRjc^ ?M 

2815.11 ?I8JT 2815.12 cp rTfa ^ % 3T8im ^ ^ 

PioiRid cbfRdch cp ^ arraicif r msRld 

PlHI^J-HK ePTRIT ^ I MldH'dlEil ^ ^ ^?IRd % ^5IPR 9 cl?n 

dHRJptb tRq? % 3RZM 28 cp rTfa Sn^ dlerlRad «Nf/^ 

% '3<5<i*i ^ 3RraT ^ Pl<<Ilaa deifS q'tgd «P 3(i<)icil R df^EP 
?!=T 3IRim % IJPEI % 3RR % RTR d>n :- 


V. 

t. 


^ VI 

acw V 

htwR 

13^*W VI^V 


wmq« 

fJprtav 

?m(ani. 

*ra?) 

’im ^ 

^ ! 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

(6) 

(7) 

(8) 

(9) 

(10) 

01) 

1 

2816.11 eWT 

2815.12 



3RW 

'H'jxfl 3RW 



258.97 




2815.11 eWT 

2815.12 



3T?f 

3T7W 



243.90 


SPl.-sIclt 

q>im;<T> 



2815.11 ?raT 

2815.12 

<t>TR<<i> 


3R^ 



<1 sft4)H 

• 250.41 

A'’t€1 



2815.11 irar 

2815.12 

'Hter 

^ ’ll ^ 

^FRS^ai^ 

3RW 


'^Ht f^mfcTv 

258.97 


3n?.:^ 


2815.11 cm? 

2815.12 



«inTR cmi 

*ft 

’(fdj*!! 317^ 

^ ’ft 


• 258.97 


3F.^c17 

• 


2815.11 (TOl 

2815.12 

<brl?fe4> 

^ ’ft 

3R« 

vhihH (WT 

^ft^ 

’ll 

’lihf ift fN’jfciv 

258.97 


sm.filciy 

2 

2815.11 cWF 

2815.12 

*iRc:* 

1^ jft fts 



^ ’ft 

^ ’ll PmW 

274.48 
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97. U^vriHI^J ^ 3Tf^rPm, 1975 fijt €TRT 3, 

3(cf>), 8(^, 9 ^ 9 {i5>) % ^ ^ ^ % 

tfl*iKjecp1 ^rfer arf^rPm, 1962 sfKi 3rra?f^ 

pTErf'f^'iJ I 

98. yiRicf>i>8 ^ 3Tf^rf^m % uicitjHl ^ ^ 

'tii4vyiPict) ^ ^ ^ ^5irft 

cR^ 3TSim ^=RF<T ^ 31|^<qchdl ^ ^rttefT 

I Mlf^cpi>8 gfKT ^ ^ ^ arj^ 'HRP^d: ^ 

WPTT, ^ ^ ^ %d6|<^ q«T IRT ^ ^liitWdl54 f5l^rtR?T 3T^ TR^cT ^ 

I 

99. ^ arr^ % arijt^ 1975 (^ wlfer) % 

3Tg^ 'cTl+il^fjetP, ^ 3?Tftoft^ ■^|il|(^ch'^U| % 

^ ^ '8^*11 I 

HFRst ^Rf^, i^rt^ 

MINISTRY OF COMMERCE AND INDUSTRY 
(Department of Commerce) 

(DIRECTORATE GENERAL OF ANTI DUMPING AND ALLIED DUTIES) 

NOTIFICATION 
New Delhi, the 1st August, 2006 

Final FiiidiiiKS 

Subject: Anti-dumping (Sunset Review) investigation concerning import of 

Caustic Soda originating in or exported fh>m Saudi Arabia, Iran, 
Japan, USA and France - Final Findings. 


No.l5/29/2004-DGAD : Having regard to the Customs Tariff Act, 1975 as amended in 
1995 i[hereinafter referred to as Act) and the Customs Tariff (Identification, Assessment 
and Collection of Duty or Additional Duty on Dumped Articles and for Determination of 
Injury) Rules, 1995 (hereinafter referred to as Rules); 

A. BACKGROUND OF THE CASE 

i). WHEREAS, having regard to above Rules the Designated Authority (hereinafter 
referred to as Authority) initiated an antidumping investigation on 26.05.2000 into 
dleged dumping of Caustic Soda originating in or exported from USA, Japan, Iran, Saudi 
Arabi£L and France and provisional antidumping duty was imposed on imports of Caustic 
Soda from USA, Japan, Iran, Saudi Arabia and France, vide customs notification dated 
26.12.2000 on the basis of the preliminary findings of the Authority dated 16.11.2000. 
The final findings of the Authority were notified, vide notification dated 14.05.2001 and 
the Department of Revenue imposed definitive anti dumping duties on the subject goods, 
imported from subject countries, vide notification dated 26.06.2001. 
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vii) The Airthority sent a questionnaire to elicit relevant information to the 
government of subject countries including known exporters/producers, in 
accordance with the Rule 6(4): Following parties filed response to the 
questionnaire:- 

(a) M/s. Saudi Basic Industries Corporation (SABIC), Saudi Arabia 

(b) M/s. Saudi Petrochemical Company (SADAF), Saudi Arabia 

(c) M/s. Shell Trading (M.E.) Pvt. Ltd., (STME), Dubai, UAE 

(d) M/s. TRICON International Ltd., (Tricon), Houston, USA 

(e) M/s. Amgulf Polymers and Chemicals Ltd.,( AMGULF) Dubai, UAE 

viii) Questionnaire was sent to the known importers/user and associations of 
the subject goods for necessary information in accordance with Rule 6(4). 
Following parties filed response to the questionnaire:- 

(a) M/s. National Aluminum Company Ltd., (NALCO) 

(b) M/s. Hindustan Lever Ltd., (HLL) 

(c) Indian Agro & Recycled Paper Mills Association 

The Authority provided opportunity to the industrial users of the product under 
consideration, and to the known representative consumer organizations, to 
furnish information considered relevant to the investigation regarding dumping, 
injury and causality. 

ix) The Authority held a public hearing on 2V^ December 2005 to provide an 
opportunity to the interested parties to present relevant information orally, which was 
attended by petitioner and other interested parties. The parties attending the public 
hearing were advised to file written submissions of the information presented orally. The 
interested parties were allowed to present rebuttal arguments on the views/informatibn 
presented orally by other interested parties. Designated Authority has considered these 
written submissions received from various interested parties. 

x) Arguments raised and information/evidence provided by various interested parties 
during the course of the investigation, to that extent the same are supported with evidence 
and considered relevant to the present investigation, have been appropriately considered 
by the Authority in the present findings. 

xi) The Authority during the course of investigation satisfied itself as to the accuracy 
of the information supplied by various interested parties upon which these findings are 
based. For that purpose, the Authority conducted on-the-spot verification of the foreign 
producer, the domestic industry and consumers to the extent considered relevant and 
necessary. Additional/supplementary details regarding injury were sought from the 
domestic industry, which were also received. 

xii) Designated Authority requested certification of costing information fi*om all the 
constituents of the domestic industry including the companies which were not verified, 
which was also received. 

xiii) In accordance with Rule 16 of the Rules supra, the essential facts/basis considered 
for these findings are being disclosed to known interested parties and comments received 
on the same would also be considered in Final Findings. In accordance with Rule 16 
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|supra, the essential facts/basis considered for these findings were disclosed on 
12/07; 2006 to known interested parties and comments received have' been duly 
bonsic ered in these findings 

[I 

xiv) j The Authority made available non-confidential version of the evidence 
presented by various interested parties through a public file maintained by the 
Auth(|rity and kept open for inspection by the interested parties as per Rule 6(7). 

I ' 

xv) Cost investigations were conducted to work out optimuhi cost of 
production and cost to make and sell the subject goods in India on the basis of 
Generally Accepted Accounting Principles (GAAP) an(i the information 
furnished by the applicant so as to ascertain if anti-dumping duty lowter than the 
dumping margin would be sufficient to remove injury to the domestic industry. 

jxvi) + this notification represents information furnished by an interested 
barty on confidential basis and so considered by the Authority under the Rules 
pn merits. 


I 

kvii) Investigation was carried out for the period starting from April 2003 to 
pO^*’ !September 2004 (18 months) and has been referred to as the* period of 
snves igation (POI). The examination of trends in the context of injury analysis 
covered the period from April 2000 - March 2001, April 2001 - March 2002 and 
^pril 2002 - March 2003 and the POL 

xviii) Wherever an interested party has refused access to, or has otljerwise not 
Drovided, necessary information during the course of the present investigations, 
or ha;I significantly impeded the investigation, the Authority has recorded these 
findirgs on the basis of the facts available. 

ux) Information provided by various interested parties on confidential basis 
were examined with regard to sufficiency of the confidentiality claiid. On being 
satisfed, the Authority has granted confidentiality, wherever warrjanted, and 
5Uch information has been considered confidential and not disclosed to other 
nterested parties. Wherever possible, parties providing inforijnation on 
:onfic ential basis were directed to provide sufficient non confidentialj version of 

;he information filed on confidential basis. 

■ 

! PRODUCT UNDER CONSIDERATION AND LIKE ARTICLE: i 


VIEWS OF THE INTERESTED PARTIES 


^ i 
tevievj 


Domestic industry has submitted that the present review ipvestigatioiji is a sunset 
investigation. The product involved in the original investigation and iri the present 
review investigation is Sodium Hydroxide generally known as Caustic Soda, 
related with product under consideration and like article were examined in detail 
Designated Authority in the original investigations and are reqiiired to be 
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edilflrmed. The product under consideration in the present sunset* review should remain 
the same as the Ofigirtal ihVestlgations, as the present investigations are only review 
investigations; It is fiitthef argued that caustic soda lye and solid form are one like 
product only, With the btlly diffefefice in the physical form and concentration. Authority 
has recently held that there is no necessity of reviewing the scope of product under 
consideration and like article in a review case. Such being the case, Indian Producers 
have submitted that the scope of the product under consideration and like article is not 
required to examined at this stage. Imports of subject goods are made both in lye and 
Solid form but the lye caUstic SOda Imports would normally be in shipment size of 
minimum 500 MT or multiple thereof. Indian Producers have submitted that lye and solid 
caustic soda differ in associated costs and prices. Since there have been imports of both 
forms of caustic soda during the investigation period, the Designated Authority may 
determine normal value, ekport price and dumping margin accordingly. 

C 2 VtEWS OF THE IMPORTERS, CONSUMERS. EXPORTERS Am 
dtHEMlMTEBE SXEQ PARTIES 

3. The importers, E^tpOrter, Consumers other interested parties have submitted as 
Under:- 

(a) M/s. NALCO has, submitted that the Caustic Soda lye and solids/flakes are 
different products and cannOt be treated as like product for the present 
investigation. They havte submitted that Caustic Soda lye form is used world over 
in the production of alumina in aluminium industry, and solids/flakes cannot be 
commercially substitutable for lye Caustic Soda in such industry. The difference 
between lye and Sblids arises on account of the former having a lower 
concentration of Caustic S.oda than the later. It is submitted that solids/ftakes and 
lye Caustic Soda cannot be treated.as like product, therefore, lye form of Caustic 
Soda should be considered as, product under consideration since their end use is 
different along with the market value, handling, storage and transportation etc. 

(b) NALCO has further argued that they procured only Lye Caustic Soda 
under the tender. All types of caustic soda does not constitute Tike article’ under 
this review investigation, The consideration of the solid forms of caustic soda 
has distorting effect in determination for the issue of like product and also the 
injury analysis for the following reasons: 

^ Liquid form of caustic soda has lesser concentration than the solid form, which 
results in different end uses. 

> The market perception and the marketing patterns of both products differ as can 
be seen from the Chlor Alkali Report. 

^ The procurement of the solid form of caustic soda would lead to greater 
imposition of cost. 

> The act of including the solid form of the caustic soda is solely motivated by the 
desire of the petitioner to exaggerate the alleged dumping margin and injury as the 
cost of production of solid caustic soda is higher than that of liquid caustic soda. 
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> j The imports of caustic soda into India comprise of over 85% of liquid caustic 
! including the caustic soda imported by NALCO. 

(c) The Agro & Recycled Paper Mills Association also argued that Caustic soda 
solids/flakes and caustic soda lye cannot be Tike products’ under the Rules'. 

! 

EXAMINATION BY THE AUTHORITY 


4. The product under consideration in the present investigation is Sodjum Hydroxide 
(ch jmical nomenclature NaOH), commonly known as Caustic Soda ([referred to as 
caustic soda in the present investigation) originating in or exported! from subject 
countries. The product under consideration is the same as considered in the original 
inv istigation. Caustic soda is an inorganic, soapy, strongly alkaline! and odorless 
chemical and finds application in various fields like manufacture of ptlp and p^er, 
nev ^sprint, viscose yam, staple fibre, aluminum, cotton, textiles, toilet and I laundry soaps, 
detergent, dyestuffs, dmgs and pharmaceuticals, petroleum refining etc. (fcaustic soda is 
produced in two forms, i.e. lye and solids by three technologic^ processes, i.e., mercury 
cell process, diaphragm process and membrane process* The difference in mese processes 
doe s not lead to a difference in product in terms of various charaeterijstics. It is the 
convenience of the producer to adopt specific technology. Caustic soda is cjlassified under 
Chjipter 28 of the Customs Tariff Act, 1975 under Customs Head 2815.11 and 2815. ll 
As per ITC eight digit classifications, the product is classified under the Customs 
Hejiding 2815.1110, 2815.1120 and 2815,1200. The classification is howdver, indicative 
onl ^ and is in no way binding on the scope of the present investij^tion. 

5. It is noted that Caustic Soda is produced and sold primarily in lye fbrm. Since it is 

usel in huge quantities, transportation in lye form even after paying higheij transportation 
cos: due to low concentration results in lower effective cost tbt the consjumer, whereas 
conversion of flake leads to additional cost to the user. Caustic<Soda solid form can be 
usel for similar functions & uses wherever lye form is requited. It is [noted that the 
difierence in prices is due to the differences in concentration, ddst of transportation, and 
inciemental conversion cost required for solid form. The differences in Caustic soda in 
twc different forms do not render these a different product, the product Continues to be 
essentially caustic soda, with the same product characteristics. However, in view of 
diflprences in prices, for the purpose of comparison of normal >value wi^ export price 
and landed price of imports with non injurious price, the Authbrity has Considered the 
difference in physical forms and compeued the two forms sq^ately. Separate normal 
values and non-injurious prices have been determined for detwmining dumping margin 
and injury margin for lye and solid form. However, keqiing in view jthe Rules, the 
Designated Authority has relied upon weighted averages of dumping margin and injury 
margin, after ensuring foir comparison. ! 

6. i In order to determine whether goods produced by the domestic industry can be 
considered like article to the goods produced and/or exported from the subject countries, 
the Authority considered various relevant parameters such as physicm & technical 
characteristics, production technology, manufacturing process, functions A uses, pricing, 
cus omer perception, etc. The goods manufactured by domestic Industry are like article to 
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the goods produced and/or exported from the subject countries. Both are technically and 
commercially substitutable and the consumers are using and can use the domestically 
produced and imported goods interchangeably. Considering the sutaissions made by 
various interested parties and keeping in view the essential product characteristics, 
substitutability and interchangeability of the goods exported from subject countries by 
goods produced by the domestic industry, the Authority holds that subject goods 
produced by the domestic industry are like articles, as per Rule 2(d) of rules Supra, to the 
product tmder consideration. It is further noted that the Hon’ble CESTAT has upheld the 
determination of the Authority with regard to like article and the interested parties in the 
present investigations have brought no new facts/evidence in this regard. 

D. DOMESTIC INDUSTRY 

D.l VIEWS OF THE DOMESTIC INDUSTRY 

7. The domestic industry has submitted that all the submissions have been 
filed by Alkali Manufacturers’ Association of India (AMAI) on behalf of the 
domestic industry. All Indian Producers of Caustic Soda in India are members of 
the Association and a number of manufacturers of subject goods in India have 
provided information relevant to injury, including costing information. There is 
no legal and factual basis for the argument that the composition of domestic 
industry should remain the same in the original investigations and all subsequent 
investigations. The Designated Authority is required to determine domestic 
industry in each investigation, and such scope of domestic industry always keeps 
changing. 

D.2 VIEWS OF THE EXPORTER. IMPORTERS. CONSUMERS AND OTHER 
INTERESTED PARTIES 

a. M/s. Hindustan Lever Limited has argued that the composition of the Domestic 
Industry has changed drastically in the sunset investigation as compared to the 
onginal investigation. They further argued that participating companies are posing 
as domestic industry when majority of them is ’incapable of filing injury 
information. 

b. M/s Shell Trading (M.E.) Pvt. Ltd. (STME) argued that total domestic industry 
supporting the applicants does not appear to exceed 45% of the output and thus 
pot fulfill the 50% eligibility criteria as laid down in Rule 2(b) read with Rule 5(3) 
(a) of the Customs Tariff Rules, 1995. 

D.3 EXAMINATION BY THE AUTHORITY 

8. As per Rule 2(b) of the AD Rules, “domestic industry means the domestic 
producers as a whole engaged in manufacture of like article and any activity connected 
therewith or those whose, collective output of the said article constitutes a major 
proportion of the total domestic production of that article except when such producers are 
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felatec to the exporters or importers of the iUleged dumped iWtiple or are themselves 
jmpoti ers thereof in which case such producers may be deemed, not tp f^rm Pftft pf 
jlomestic industry.” The Authority notes that the following doipestig producers 
provided sufficient information with regard to determination of injury and e>ttfnt thempf 


t \ M/s. Bihar Caustics & Chemicals Ltd-, 

M/s.DCWLtd., 

M/s. Gujarat Alkalies & Chemicals Ltd,. (Barods and Pahej) 
|l. M/s. Indian Petrochemical Corporation Ltd., 

t. M/s. Jayshree Chemicals Ltd., 

i M/s. Punjab Alkalies & Chemicals Ltd., 

\l. i M/s. Shriram Alkalies & Chemicals, 
ii. i M/s. Standard Alkalies, 

i. I M/s. SIEL Chemical Complex, 

j. I M/s. Solaris Chemtech Ltd., 


The Authority has determined the production of the participating pfoducers as 
338718 MT during the period of investigation in this sunset review investigation. The 
production of the participating companies thus constitutes mqm than 5p% of the 
production by the Indian industries, which is 2647350 MT. The Authorityl therefore, 
iiolds mat these companies constitute domestic industry within the meaning ofjthe Rules, 

$ I other ISSUES 

il VIEWS OF THE DOMESTIC INDUSTRY ! ' 

! I 

|0, The Domestic industry has submitted that; 

! , ■ ; ‘ . 

^ The petition was complete in all respect and adequate and accurate e^^dence was 

I provided to the Autiiority prior to initiation, which formed the basis f^r initiation 

I of sunset review investigation. They also argued that continued imports from 
various sources after imposition of anti dumping duties esUbUsh that the duties 
were not against imports per se rather targeted only against dtoped soiirces which 
established availability of sources to the consumers from othbr source^ or imports 
at undumped prices. They have submitted that anti dumping duties ^ere levied 
I lonly to prevent distortive trade practices and to establish a fhir pricing system in 

1 Ithe market. . ' 


> [Duties have been imposed on a large number of countries or no othef country in 
ithe world has imposed duties is entirely irrelevant. • 


> Opposing parties have full information with regard to the volume afrd price at 

jwhich goods were purchased from the Indian Producers. However this was 
jsuppressed from the Authority. ■ 

> iConfidentiality of information has been claimed in accordance with the law and 
I [practice. 
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> llip dome 3 tic industry did not increase its selling prices by 200% even in a 
sitnatipn where the global prices have admittedly increased by 200%. Thus, 
Indian Producers have acted more responsibly and have not increased the prices 
commensurate with the global price increases. 

> Submissions of NALCQ is incorrect that imposition of duty is making NALCO 
uncompetitive in global market as there is no anti dumping duty and other duties 
of customs payable on imports made for exports purpose. 

E.2 VIEWS OF THE EXPORTER. IMPORTERS, CONSUMERS AND OTHER 
INTEI^STED PARTIES 

11. The interested parties have submitted that 

> Initiation of the sunset review investigation was v^thout adequate evidence and 
justification. The Domestic industry has not filed requisite information on import 
data, dumping and injury as mandated under Article 11.2 of the ADA based on 
which the sunset review had been initiated. The petitioners relied upon data fi^om 
multiple sources, as suited them, in order to somehow establish their case, wdthout 
providing relevant evidence. Multiple sources/evidencc have been used with no 
consistent methodology. 

> Imposition of anti dumping duties on a large number of countries through number 
ol' separate investigations show as if India is being singled out and exporter in 
e\^ery country is dumping the product. 

> Tlie consolidated picture of imports given by the applicant is not reliable and 
suffers fi-om number of inconsistencies, therefore, the Authority may take either 
DGCI&S or IBIS statistics as the basis for the purposes of this investigation and 
not the combined data. 

> The Domestic Industry has relied upon various secondary sources data besides 
DGCI&S v^iich are unreliable and cannot be relied on. Reliance on the DGCI&S 
data only shows that there is no dumping of caustic soda by the subject countries 
during die POR. Petitioner has deliberately relied on entries fi'om secondary 
sources, which shows maximum quantity of import from the subject countries at 
minimum prices. The data of the DGCI&S is the most reliable data and there is ho 
error in tjhe data. The Petitioner himself had relied on the DGCI&S data for 
volume of imports & calculation of Export price in various petitions of anti 
dumping against various countries such as China, Korea RP, Taiwan, Indonesia & 
E.U. excluding France, Applicant has relied upon the DGCI&S data for years 
2000-2001, 2001-2002, 2002-2003 in the present investigation and the only 
rejison for not using DGCI&S data for the POR is to make a false case of 
dumping. 
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The imposition of the anti dumping duty on the import of caustic soda, which is 
tjie main raw material in the production of alumina, is making NALCO in- 
cjompetitive in the global market and it has effectively blocked all iources of 
cjaustic soda for NALCO. As a result, NALCO is not only unable td compete 
elfficiently internationally on account of anti dumping duty but also loosing its 
1^0Id in the Indian market on account of anti dumping duty. 


I|i past, only two producers have offered or supplied NALCO’s demand among 
the Indian Producers who are supporting the present petition. Hence, a majority of 
the domestic industry has not participated in tenders of NALCO dike to cost 
logistics arising from their uneconomical geographical 'disadvantages. The 
members of the Domestic Industry who have participated in the tender process 
have either insufficient quantity to satisfy the tender quantity or have Expressed 
their inability to transport the quantity. 

NALCO has submitted that the actual costing followed for the purpose of 
ascertaining the cost of production of caustic soda and chlorine , cost realized by 
tlie Domestic Industry from Chlorine during the POR, actual return on capital 
employed considered by Designated Authority, cost of power in the pro<iuction of 
caustic soda and the apportion of the same to the total cost of production be 
disclosure . The domestic industry may be asked to file an appropriate non- 
c^nfidential summary or indexed version of the following as the following 
ii formation cannot be claimed as business proprietary : 


Y Process Flow Chart 

Y Format Cl and CII 

Y Rationale for claiming ROCE 

Y Format E 

Y Policies relating to purchase of raw material, marketing and sales, stores 
accounting and inventory evaluation and quality control procedures 

^nti dumping duties recommended, if any, must be at CIF level and not bn landed 
pj-ice basis. 


T he problem of the domestic industry is due to scale of economies and because of 
this reason large quantities required by companies like NALCO could not be 
ddivered. The domestic industry is required to do capacity consolidatiori. Logistic 
d fficulties faced by the domestic industry render it unable to fulfill local*demand. 


Ill the comments to the disclosure statement the interested parties have oince again 
reiterated the same issues regarding non disclosure of relevant inforn^tion and 
treatment of Chlorine and caustic soda based on ECU pricing. In this regard they 
have cited some of the decisions of Hon’ble CESTAT and expected the DA to 
e:^amine in view of the CESTAT observation. 

I 
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12. The Authority has appropriately considered the various arguments advanced by 
various interested parties. Various common issues raised by opposing interested parties 
are not repeated herein. 

E,3 EXAMINATION BY THE AUTHORITY : 

13. It was argued by the interested party that Chlorine should be treated as joint 
product in the production of Caustic Soda since the majority of the producers worldwide 
treats Chlorine as a joint product in Chlor industry. The Authority examined the 
arguments raised by the interested party keeping in view the Generally Accepted 
Accounting Principles (GAAP), Cost Accounting Record Rules (as amended from time to 
time and as applicable during the investigation period) and Annexure I to AD Rules and 
WTO Agreement on Anti Dumping requiring determination of costs on the basis of 
records kept by the company under investigation provided such records are in accordance 
with the GAAP and such records reasonably reflect the cost associated with the 
production ^d sales of the product under consideration. The Authority also considered 
the available evidence on proper allocation of costs, which was made avail^le by 
participating domestic and foreign producers. The Authority notes that the decision 
whether to treat chlorine as a co-product or a by-product can not be universal decision, 
applicable and relevant for all times. It is a determination to be made by the Authority, 
keeping in mind facts and circumstances of that particular case. It is noted that it would 
not be appropriate to consider Chlorine either as a joint product or a by-product in respect 
of the entire Chlor Alkali industry, it would be rather reasonable and appropriate to 
determine the cost of production of caustic soda after adopting the treatment of Chlorine 
as adopted by the company and cost auditors concerned in its accounting books, 
including cost records. The Authority considers it appropriate to accept and adopt the 
basis adopted by the companies in their records, duly verified/certified by the cost 
auditors. In this sunset review investigation the Authority has considered and treated 
Chlorine in respect of domestic industry accordingly. It is also noted that there is no 
adverse qualification by the cost auditors against the treaUnent accorded by the 
companies concerned. 

14. The actual cost of production of the subject goods has been determined taking 
into account the optimum cost of production on the basis of GAAP as per the consistent 
approach followed by the Designated Authority. The non injurious price for the dmnestic 
industry has been determined after taking into account all ^e relevant factors including 
cost of raw materials used in the production of the subject goods, the consumption 
thereof, the cost of utilities i.e., power, steam, water etc., interest cost, cost of labour, 
depreciation cost and selling, general and administrative (SGA) expenses. The factors 
such as investments and the capacity utilization have also been examined in the cost 
analysis. All these factors have been considered with reference to the basic books of 
accounts and production and financial statements of the participating companies to 
determine the cost of productioa Non injurious price for the domestic industry has been 
determined by adding a reasonable profit margin @ 22% return on the capital employed, 
on the cost of pro(^uction (capital employed is determined as the sum of net fixed assets 
and working capital for the product under consideration). Return is defined as interest 
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pluk profit, i.e., interest expense in the cost of production has been deducted to determine 
a reasonable profit. It is also noted that 22% return on capital employed not the profit 
element, rather it is determined after deducting interest from the return so determined and 
the I Authority has applied lesser duty law and therefore in any case, the fesultant duties 
ha\|e not exceeded dumping margins determined, 

15.i The interested parties have argued that caustic soda lye and flakjes are not like 
arti^ile to the product under consideration, since these two ate used fot different end 
applications by the user industry. The argument of the interested party Was examined, 
kee ping in view the scope of the product under consideration and definition of like 
arti tie. Product under consideration includes both caustic soda lye and sojid forms. It is 
notsd that the solid forms can be in the form of lumps, prill?, chips, flkkes etc. It is 
fun her noted that both the forms of caustic soda are one product and are sjimilar in terms 
of sssential product properties, function and uses, production’ technology and process, 
plait and equipment, pricing. The difference in pricing is only due to, a4 stated before, 
inciemental production process and differences in transportation costs. The Authority 
agr ;es with the argument made by the interested parties that some consumers may be 
using caustic soda only in lye form because of their convenience and techi^oiogy adopted 
by 1 hem, but the Authority holds that this does not mean that the product inj different form 
becomes different product and looses its essential features, functions & ^ses, nor does 
this mean that other forms cannot be used for similar functions. This |has been well 
demonstrated during the verification visits to various producers. The product remains 
ess< ntially the same regardless of specific end applications. However, given differences 
in ibe resultant prices, price parameters have been considered separately for lye and 
flakes for the purpose of determiiiation of dumping margin, price undqrcutting, price 
und srselling, price suppression, price depression and injury margin, ' 

16. The interested parties have argued that ECU realization rriay be cor^sidered for the 
purpose of allocation. It is noted that the present findings are based o(n actual ECU 
real ization of the domestic industry, in as much as realization from chlorine has been 
either reduced from the cost of production or chlorine treated co-product and cost of 
pro< iuction determined accordingly and therefore, the concern of the interested parties 
havJ been addres^d. It is noted that if a company has treated chlorine ak a by-product 
and if chlorine realization has been higher during the relevant period, higher deduction on 
this account has been made. 


17. NALCO has repeatedly argued that their interests as consumers should not be 
ignc red and referred to some decisions of the EC also in this regte'd. It is rioted that right 
of ^ ALCO as a large consumers of the subject goods have be^n well recognized in the 
present proceedings and the company has been provided full opportunities to provide 
relevant information and make submissions. 


18. i It is argued by the interested parties that the vital information has been kept 
conidential depriving the opposing interested parties of the right to i challenge the 
information and make meaningful submissions to itit Authority. The Authirity notes that 
Rul^ 7 of the AD Rules provides for submission of information by the interested parties 
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on confidential b^is subject to the condition laid down therein. The Rules provide that 
certain information which are either busMc^ proprietary information or any other 
information which is by nature confidential (for example, because its disclosure would be 
of significant competitive advantage to a competitor or because its’disclosure would have 
a significantly adverse effect upon a person supplying the information or upon a person 
ft-om w hom that person acquired the information), or which is provided on a confidential 
basis by parties to an investigation shall, iqjOn good cause shown, be treated as such by 
the authorities. The Rules ftirther provide fiiat such information shall not be disclosed to 
other interested parties without specific permission of the party submitting it. In this 
review investigation certain business sensitiveinformation has been kept as confidential, 
which includes information pertaining to costs and prices of the subject goods and other 
sensitive information, disclosure of which would be of significant competitive advantage 
to a competitor and would adversely affect the business interests of the company. The 
information claimed confidential by the interested parties was examined as per 
confidentiality provision under AD Rules and such information was considered 
confidential by the Authority on being satisfied that the information claimed confidential 
is indeed confidential. The non-confidential summary of the information submitted on a 
confidential basis was placed in the public file, which was made available for the 
inspection, by, all the interested parties in terms of Rule 6 (7) of the AD Rules. 

F DUMPING & DUMPING MARGIN : 

F I. VIEWS OF THE DOMESTIC INDUSTRY 

19. The domestic industry has submitted that, 

i. None of the exporters, except SABIC, have cooperated with the Authority in this 
sunset review investigations 

ii. Caustic soda continued to be exported to India at dumping prices from some of 
ihe subject countries viz. USA, Saudi Arabia and Iran. There is imminent 
likelihood of recurrence of dumping fi-om some of the subject countries viz. 
France and Japan. 

iii. Considering published information provided by Chlor Alkali, and the price at 
which goods have been exported to India, it is evident that the current exports 
were made at dumping prices. In order to ensure a fair comparison of normal 
>/aIue and export prices of the producers and the exporters of the subject countries 
adjustments were made where appropriate for differences in transport, insurance, 
liandling, loading and ancillary costs,'credit costs, bank charges, and levels of 
trade. 

iv. ThQ exporters are required to establish based on their data that their exports are 
not at dumping prices (whether made to India or third countries) and dumping is 
unlikely to recur in the event of revocation of anti dumping duties. 
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I V. No export by the subject countries to India would not nee^sarily n^ean Uiat 
I is no likelihood of recurrence of dumping and ii^uiy to thb domesticjindustiy. 

; vi. With regard to exports from Saudi Arabia, Indian Producers have argued that 
export price claimed by the exporter from Saudi Arabju should te considered 
I unreliable because of a compensatory arrangemoit between the prodper, exporter 

i and traders. SADAF admittedly ^port the subject goods to India through their 

I affiliate companies Saudi Basic Industries Company (SABlC) and Shell Trading 

I (M.E.) Pvt. Ltd. (STME). Admittedly, SADAF, SABIC and STME are related 

i companies and there exists an anangement between them for the export <^ frie 

I subject good to India. The definition of export {Mice lays; down that a case ^toe 

there exist possibilities of some compensatory arrapgements between the 
exporters and the importers, the export price is deemed fo be unreliable. In such 
cases the related companies might have a contract to perform the trailing activities 
at very low margin by virtue of their being related compaiues, but the same is not 
adequate and sufficient to derive a fair ex-factory export price. i 

i .. . ' ■ ’ 

I vii. SADAF is the manufacturer and does not directly sell the subject} goods to the 
I customers, SABIC and STME are the trading arm of SADAF. iTiese related 

I I trading companies further export the subject good manufactured by SADAF to 

I 1 other countries worldwide. Transactions between the three companies cannot be 

I I regarded as arm’s length transactions. SABIC and STKSiE are purchasing the 

I goods and accounting the same in their books as purchases. In base of sales 

I through agent, both goods as also documents move between the producer and the 

I purchaser and the agent gets a commission. In the instant case, eyen when the 

I invoices have been raised in favour of SABIC/STME by SADAF j SADAF has 

I only accounted for commission as one of the price adjustments^-^hich-can-not 

I exists at all. The Designated Authority must deduct dir^t & indiipJt SGA and 

I profit of these trading companies. Margin or mark-up whirfi is gain^ by a Trader 

I and which is different from commission needs to be adjusted in oidpr to arrive at 

! a fair ex-factory export price. Producers and exporters; from Saudi Arabia i.e. 

I SADAF exported the subject goods to India through theiri related traders SABIC 

I and STME who are assigned to margin or mark-up, which is different from 

I commission. SADAF is acting only a producer with little or no jconcem over 

i sales, it is SABIC and STME who share the marketing efforts, lit is vital to 

j determine whether or not the margins added by SABIC oy STME abe adequate to 

i recover their direct and indirect selling, general and administratijve costs and 

‘ profits. j 

■ I ■ . . , I . . 

viii. Even if it is assumed, though not admitting, that ther^ was no dumping of 
I the subject goods in the period of review investigation, th^ same only 
i i establishes that the present measures have been able to prevent dumping 

! i and therefore the same at best establishes that there is a peed for the 

continuation of the present measures. The conditipn of no j dumping is 
j merely a result of the imposition of duty and further substantiates that the 
I duty should be continued further in order to address injury and recurrence 
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of injury to the Domestic indust^. The exporters are likely to continue 
dumping and there would be recurrence of dumping and injury» should the 
present duties expire. 

ix. In their comments to the disclosure statement, the domestic industry has 
submitted the following:- 

a) They have submitted and filed import information compiled from market 
intelligence, which shows that actual volume of imports from Iran (13766 
MT @ Rs. 5303 per MT) is much higher than reported by the DGCI&S 
(303 MT@ 10560). 

b) The normal associated import voliune in case of lye as commerpial trade 
transaction generally is not less than 5000 MT. In view of the information 
available from the market intelligence, volume and price reported as per 
import statistics from DGCI&S found to be significant, therefore, the 
price made available by the domestic industry should be considered for 
the determination of export price. 

c) Wide variations in import prices for Caustic Soda Lye reported from Iran 
and other countries m^es it evident that imports of lye from Iran reported 
by DGCI&S is aberrant an abnormal that needs to be ignored. In support 
of this the domestic industry has filed an evidence regarding imports from 
Iran. 

d) The domestic industry has submitted that if the exports be made at prices 
equal to or higher than normal value, the landed price of imports would be 
significantly higher than the selling price of the domestic industry. The, 
foreign producers would resort to dumping, if they sell at prices matching 
or below net sales realization of the domestic industry. 

e) Foreign Producers are having sufficient freely disposable capacities. 

f) Since none of responding parties have claimed that their supplies are 
under some long-term contracts, they will be free to decide the market and 
prices particular to their benefits. 

g) y'fhe world surplus capacity is much more than the entire demand of 

country. 

X. With regard to Japan and US, information with regard to their exports to 
world countries was provided and it was shown that (1) these countries 
export significant volume to the world, (2) significant volumes exported 
by USA to various countries at the prices below the price at which 
material is being exported to India, (3) significant volumes from Japan to 






i a) 


b) 


ic) 
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I 
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;ii) 

! 
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f.: , , .. . , j 

I world countries were at a price, which is significantly below the 
I prevailing prices in India. j 

; In comments to the disclosure statement the interested parties raised the 
I following issues; 

: the normal value with regard to determination for US, France ^d Iran has 
been constructed based on the Chlor Alkali, the details of wjjiich has not 
been provided by the domestic industty. It has be^p suggested that DA 
should have constructed the normal value pn the basis of Ghlor Alkali 
after making appropriate adjustments instead of jeonsidering dumping 
I margin adopted in the original investigation. 

they have further submitted thft in view of no exports fron^ Japan, the 
Authority should have recommended withdrawl pf duty | concerning 
imports from Japan and also stated that details regarding determination of 
export price have not been provided for USA, Iran and France.j 

; the Designated Authority has incorrectly interpreted and applied the 
likelihood test to the facts of the present case since there is no imports 
from Japan during the POI and consequently no current dumpjlng, there is 
no substantial basis to conclude the likelihood of continued duinping. 

( 

I VIEWS OF THE EXPORTERS 

\ 

The interested parties have submitted that; 

j There is no dumping &om Saudi Arabia as the 
1 there is no dumping. 

I 

I The consolidated imports filed by the applicant is not reliable, jncorrect and 
! suffers from number of inconsistencies. Authority may take either} DGCI&S or 
I IBIS statistics, as the basis for the purposes of this investigation, ^ot combined 
j data for the purpose of determination. i 

! The basis of dumping margin determination was not specified by the Authority in 
I the initiation notification. Petitioners have consolidated t|he trade dkta as it suits 
them from various sources thus vitiating the review. Review period precedes the 
subsequent rise in energy and shipping costs that needs to be considered while 
i assessing the likelihood of recurrence of injurious dumping. Authdrity needs to 
I first decide whether it will include or exclude prodi:^ers that may also be 
I importers from the scope of the domestic industry. The dumping N^gin may be 
determined only in respect of sales to the market segment in India sjubject to anti 
I dumping duty. The total domestic industry supporting tjhe Applic^ts does not 
I appear to exceed 45% of the output and thus not fulfill the 50% eligibility criteria 


data filed by them e^blishes that 
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as laid down-in Rule 2(b) read with Rule 5(3) (a) of the Customs Tariff Rules, 
1995, 

iv) The SGA of STME is already low. Such exports of the traders to India were 
profitable and keeping in mind its relatively low voluihes the respective profits 
have been reasonable. The alleged dumping margin of STME is well within the 
difference between high Indian tariff rates during the review POI and much lower 
tariff rates in most other countries and leading markets. Any anti dumping duty 
levied on the basis of landed value rather than CIF price may be unlawful since 
such duties would necessarily exceed the dumping margin. Exporter-reseller may 
operate on the basis of either a commission or markup. 

v) At present there is high demand and tight supply position of caustic soda in the 
world including the subject countries. As a result of this the price of caustic soda 
ia increasing coupled with the rising price of natural gas in Gulf Countries and 
US. Petitioner had falsely averred that the installed world capacities in caustic 
soda are in excess of demand of the product in the world. 

vi) STME submitted that its SGA is already low and exports to India were profitable. 
The company further claimed that the alleged dumping margin of STME is well 
within the difference between high Indian tariff rates during the review POI and 
much lower tariff rates in most other countries and leading markets. 

vii) Pe^r Association^ has argued that the normal value may be determined in 
accordance with the average of the low range of the prevailing prices of caustic 
soda in the subject countries instead of the average price of caustic soda between 
the low and high range prices as published in Chlor Alkali magazine. Petitioner 
has intentionally misrepresented the DA by falsely stating that the prices 
mentioned in the Journal are on ‘delivered basis’. Therefore, adequate 
adjustments are appropriate. They further argued that export price is based on 
unreliable Jsecondary source of data. Also, petitioner wrongly adopted an 
exchange rate of US$ 1 = Rs. 46.06 whereas it was US $1-Rs. 45.79 during the 
POR, so that it can show decreased net export price. It is also argued that export 
price for France and Japan cannot be determined based on the weighted average 
export price from these countries to the world. Export price for France to be 
determined on the DGCI&S data and for Japan to be based on the rate at which 
Japan exported caustic soda to India during 2003-2004. 

F 3 EXAMINATION BY THE AUTHORITY 

21. The Authority has noted the arguments made by the applicants on the 
methodology and jn^tices adopted by various Authorities in their Sunset Reviews and 
the relevant WTO jurisprudence on die subject. The Authority notes that this being a 
sunset review investigation it is required to look at the continuation and likelihood of 
recurrence of dumping in the event of withdrawal of duty. 
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CONTINUATION OF DUMPING 


j -^^- 

22.; The Authority sent copies of the questionnaire to all the known exporters 
for the purpose of determination of normal value in accordance wiljh Section 9A 
(l)(c). Responses have been received from producer/exporter^ from Saudi 
Arabia, exporters from UAE and USA. No other exp 9 rters/pr(^ducers from 
sub ect countries filed any questionnaire response. The Designated Authority, 
therefore, has no option but to proceed on the basis of best information available 
on records under Rule 6(8) of AD Rules for non-cooperative exporter, which 
provides that . 

“In a case where an interested party refuses access to, or otherwise does not provide 
necessary information within a reasonable period, or significantly\ impedes the 
investigation, the designated authority may record its findings on the bd^is of the facts 
ova, table to it and.make such recommendations to the Central Government as it deems fit 
und^r such circumstances”. 

In a[iti-dumping investigations, normal value shall be determined in accordance with the 
Rul( :s which provides that: - 

(c) ''normal value ”, in relation to an article, means- 

(i) the comparable price, in the ordinary course of trade, for the like article when 

meant for consumption in the exporting country or territory as \ determined in 
accordance with the rules made under sub-section (6); or i 

(ii) when there are no sales of the like article in the ordinary course Of trade in the 

domestic market of the exporting country or territory, or when because of the 
particular market situation or low volume of the sales In the domestic market of 
the exporting country or territory, such sales do not permit a proper comparison, 
the normal value shall be either- ' i 


(a) comparable representative price of the like article when exported from the 
exporting country or territory or an appropriate third country as\ determined in 
accordance with the rules made under sub-section (6); or 

(b) the cost of production of the said article in the country of origin along with 
! reasonable addition for administrative, selling and general costs, ^nd for profits, 

! as determined in accordance with the rules made under sub-sectiofi (6); 

Provided that in the case of import of the article from a country other thart the country or 
origin and where the article has been merely transshipped through the coUntry of export 
or such article is not produced in the country of export or there is no comfiprable price in 
the :ountry of export, the normal value shall be determined with reference to its price in 
the country of origin. ^ 
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SAUDI ARABIA r 

M/s. SADAF/M/s. SABIC/M/s. STME 
NORMAL VALUE 

23. M/s. SADAF, producer of the subject goods, has filed the information in the 
manner prescribed in the exporter questionnaire. They were neither involved in domestic 
sales nor export sales of the subject goods. M/s. SADAF has the capacity to produce 
8,40,000 MX of EDC, and 6,10,000 MX of Caustic Soda and Chlorine. SADAF is 50: 50 
joint venture company between SABIC and SXME. The Company provided their costs 
statements starting from Salt Plant. Since there were significant differences between the 
cost of production and domestic selling price of subject goods, the Company was asked 
about this differential and it was shown that the Company has made loss on sale of 
Caustic Soda. It was also noted that the Company has made loss in domestic sales, 
exports to India and exports to other countries. SABIC is responsible for all domestic 
sales and export sales also, whereas SXME is involved only in export sales. M/s. SABIC, 
the exporter of the subject goods separately filed the information regarding the domestic 
sales, export sales to India and sales to other countries. They had also filed information 
with regard to the expenses incurred on exports to India to arrive at the ex-factory export 
price. The verification of the data/information provided by the exporter was carried out 
and the ^^erification report was sent to the exporter for their comments, if any and no 
adverse comments received on the verification report. It has been found that the domestic 
selling price for the subject goods were loss making sales and exports to countries other 
than India were also loss making and the domestic sales and exports to other than India 
were not in the ordinary cotirse of trade. In view of the loss making sales of the company, 
it was found appropriate to determine the normal value based on cost of production of 
SADAF with reasonable profit. The normal value has been determined as US$****/MX. 

24. M/s. SXME, UAE (exporter) has also filed the exporter response with regard to 
their exports to India. M/s. SXME has trading arrangement with various companies for 
the product of M/s. SADAF (producer). M/s. SXME has exported through M/s. Amgulf, 
UAE, M/s. Tricon, USA and M/s. Mitsui, Japan. M/s. Amgulf, UAE and M/s. Tricon, 
USA had filed the exporter’s response separately and their data/information were verified 
during on-the spot verification at their premises. Since these exporters have exported the 
subject goods produced by M/s. SADAF, UAE through M/s. SXME, UAE, normal value 
has been determined for these exporters as US$* * * */MX. 

EXPORT PRICE 

25. M/s. SABiC has exported 1747.872 MX of caustic soda to India during the POI. 
M/s. SXME has exported 19943 MX during the POI through M/s. Amgulf, UAE as 
9225.745 MX, through M/s. Tricon, USA, as 9412.864 MX and M/s. Mitsui,* Japan as 
1304.48 MX. The export invoices raised by SXME to traders for their exports to India 
were verified and the related invoices generated by SADAF to SXME were also verified. 
The payment vouchers to SADAF after a deduction of 4% commission were also 






THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 



Verified. The profit and loss account for the product during the periodi of investigation 
wjas reconciled from their record. The invoices raised by STME on Triton International 
L^., Mitsui & Co., Ltd., and Amgulf Polymers & Chemicals Ltd., and t^e invoices raised 
by SADAF to STME on account of these traders were verified. The ddtails of payment 
made by Amgulf Polymers on account of STME concerning export consignments to 
Indian customer were also verified from their records. Similarly the payment made by 
T icon on account of STME concerning exports to Indian customer ^^as also verified 
fr^m the records. M/s. SABIC, M/s. STME, M/s. Amgulf lahd M/s. '^ricon had filed 
in formation regarding expenses for their claim to arrive at ex-factory dxport price. The 
a( justments claimed by these cooperative exporters were verified during the on-the spot 
verification and the verified information were taken for the jliirpose of determination of 
e) :-factory export price. The expenses incurred by the exports to tradej* to the producer 
have been taken into consideration to arrive at ex-factory otjiort price,* In view of the 
above, the ex^factory export price determined as US$'‘'***/Mt for M/s. $ AD AF exported 
through M/s. SABIC, US$****/MT for M/s. SADAF exported through ij/I/s. Shell - M/s. 
Amgulf and US$****/MT for M/s. SADAF exported through M/s. Shell I- M/s. Tricon. 

OTHER PRODUCERS AND EXPORTERS FROM SAUDI ARABIA 


2(). It is noted that no other producers/exporters from Saudi Arabia had responded to 
the Designated Authority. The Authority has determined the' Same nonjnal value for all 
other exporters/producers from Saudi Arabia since M/s. SADAF constitutes more than 
90% of the production of the subject goods in Saudi Arabia. Therefore, the normal value 
has been determined as US$****/MT for all other exporters/produ^ers from Saudi 
Arabia. • 


2‘K As regards the export price, it is noted that the lowest export price of the 
responding exporter has been considered for determination bf dumpinjg margin for all 
other exporters/producers from Saudi Arabia. Hence the export ;price has been 
determined as US$ *****/MT for all other exporters/producers;from Saujdi Arabia. 

UiSA. FRANCE. IRAN 


NjORMAL VALUE 

I ■ ■ ■ 

2^. The Authority sent questionnaires to all known ej^iorters/piioducers for the 
ptrpose of determination of dumping margin. None of the exporters / producers from 
UjSA, Japan, France and Iran filed submissions and response to the questionnaire in the 
fdrm and maimer prescribed. Article 6.8 of the Agreement provides jthat in cases an 
imerested party refuses access to, or otherwise does not provide, necessary information 
\4thin a reasonable period or significantly impedes the investigation, prqliminary or final 
determinations, affirmative or negative, may be made on the basis of thfe facts avmlable. 
Sjnee none of the exporters / producers from USA, Japan, France and Iran have filed the 
submissions for determination of normal value, the nonhal value fof all exporters / 
pioducers has been constructed based on facts available as per Rule 6(l8) of AD Rules. 
Tpe domestic industry has submitted that they could not procure the prides of the subject 
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goods for the period of investigation in USA, Japan, France and Iran. Since actual prices 
was unavailable, the domestic industry filed information from secondary sources for 
determination of normal value published by Chlor Alkali price, which has been 
considered as a reasonable and sufficient basis for determination of normal, value with 
^propriate adjustments. The normal value is, therefore, determined on the basis of prices 
reported in Chlor Alkali for the POl. The prices were considered as delivered prices and 
an adjiustment for possible inland freight was made to determine the normal value at ex¬ 
factory level. The normal value is accordingly determined respectively as US$****/MT, 
US$ ♦***/MT and US$ ****/MT for all exporters / producers from USA, France and 
Iran. 

EXPORT PRICE : 

29. The export price is determined on the basis of transaction wise import statistics 
provided by DGCI&S. On examination of import data, it was found that the transaction 
wise data provided by the. DGCI&S were having data pertaining to other products also. 
Therefore, import data was analyzed and segregated for the product under consideration, 
which was fuller segregated for caustic soda lye and flake/solid forms. As per DGCI&S 
import statistics USA has exported 1295 MT, Irar^ has exported 303 MT, France has 
exported 40 MT of caustic soda during the POL The DGCI&S import statistics did not 
report any imports of subject goods from Japan during the POL To arrive at the ex¬ 
factory export price, adjustments were considered as facts available, in the absence of any 
response from the exporters/producers from USA, France and Iran and any information 
from other interested parties. The ex-factory export price was determined as 
US$****/MT, US$ ****/MT and US$****/MT for all exporters/producers from USA, 
France and Iran. 

JAPAN 

30. The Authority sent questionnaires to all known exporters/producers for the 
purpose of determination of dumping margin. None of the exporters / producers from 
Japan filed submissions and response to the questionnaire in the form and maimer 
prescribed. Article 6.8 of the Agreemeiit provides that in cases an interested party refuses 
access to, or otherwise does not provide, necessary information within a reasonable 
period or significantly impedes the investigation, preliminary or final determinations, 
affirmative or negative, may be made on the basis of the facts available. Since there were 
no exports of Subject goods from Japan during the POI, the current dumping margin 
could not be determined. 

F.4 DUMPING-MARGIN 

3L. Based on the normal value and export price as determined above, the 
'Authority assessed the dumping margin as under: 
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NCE OF DUMPING 


3 2. In order to determine whether the continued imposition of the di^y is necessary to 
o ffset dumping, the Authority considered the following paraineiters; - j 

i 

> Dumping margin determined in the original investigations. j 

i j 

> Dumping margin determined in the present investigations - whhrever exports to 
India existed during the investigation period, the i^me were considered and 
dumping margin determined. Wherever there were no exports to! India during the 

I investigation period, the dumping margins assessed in the original investigation 
I were considered. 


Freely disposable present and potential capacities, coiisidering k^own expansions 
undertaken by the foreign producers, prices prevailing in I^dia, actual and 
potential volume of exports, export price from these coontries to (j>ther countries. 

On examination of these factors it is noted that; 






































(a) The dumping margins are significant in case of Saudi Arabia, Iran, USA and 
France; 

(b) (Considering the benchmark proposed to be recommended, should the exports be 
made below this benchmark, the same would be at dumped prices. Therefore, the 
exports are likely to be at dumped prices, if the imports are below the benchmark 
proposed to be recommended; 

(c) E'.xport price from subject countries are significantly below not only the normal 
value but also the prevailing selling prices in India and non injurious price 
determined for the domestic industry; 

(d) It has not been demonstrated by the exporters that withdrawal of anti dumping 
duty would not lead to likelihood of dumping and injury to the domestic industry 
and continued imposition of the duty was unnecessary to offset dumping. 

(e) Considering the level of capacity utilization achieved by the producers in the 
exporting countries in the past over the injury period and the capacity utilization 
achieved during the investigation period, the Authority determined unutilized 
capacities in subject countries. Based on the information provided by the domestic 
industry from CMAI, it is noted that the unutilized capacities with the USA 
producers were to the extent of 1028000 MT, with the Japanese producers were to 
the extent of 707000 MT, with the Iranian producers were to the extent of 120000 
MT, with the Saudi Arabian producers were to the extent of 9000 MT while the 
same were to the extent of 1886000 MT in case of West European producers. In 
other words, producers in these countries can readily offer material to these 
extents. 

(f) As per information provided by CMAI:- 


USA unutilized capacity 

1028000 MT 

Saudi Arabia unutilized capacity 

9000 MT 

Japan unutilized capacity 

707000 MT 

Iran unutilized capacity 

120000 MT 

France unutilized capacity 

1886000 MT 

Total unutilized capacity in subject 
countries 

3750000 MT 

Indian Demand 


> excluding captive consumption 

1851494 MT 

> including captive consumption 

2108996 MT 


(g) As per CMAI reports, die present demand-supply situation in the world is as 
follows:- 






As there is surplus capacity on a worldwide basis, it is noted | that there is 
likelihood of exports from subject countries to Indian market. Having regard to 
the evidence regarding capacity, production, sales and demand, itj is noted that 
withdrawal of anti dumping duty would lead to dumping and on thi^ account, the 
continued imposition of the duty is necessary to offset dumping. It is noted that in 
absence of exports of subject goods from Japan current dumping could not be 
determined, however based on the likelihood examination of duijtiping, it was 
found appropriate to adopt the dumping margin determined inj the original 
investigation as 190.7%. 


The examination of dumping duriljg the POl and likelihood of dumping indicates 
that the dumping margins in respect of subject goods, exported!from subject 
countries, are significant. The interested parties have argued that there is 
substantial change in the economic scenario during the'last four years and the 
domestic industry has improved which is evident from their annua 1 reports. The 
interested parties have further claimed that in the changed market d> namics of the 
price structure and supply demand scenario there would riot be an)j need for any 
producer to dump the goods in India. It is noted thou^ji the likejlihood test is 
required to take into account the changed market dynaniics to exafnine whether 
there is a likelihood of continuation of dumping in the event of rei^oval of duty, 
no credible evidence was provided by interested party in this respejct. The world 
trade data indicates that the export price of subject goods to the jvorld market, 
from the subject countries has been lower than the export price td India for the 
comparable periods. In view of the above, it is noted that in spite cif the changed 
market dynamics it would be difficult to conclude that the expohs would not 
likely to continue to enter the Indian maiket from the sidiject country at dumped 
prices in event of revocation of the duty. , ^ I 


METHODOLOGY FOR 
EXAMINATION OF INJURY 


INJURY DETEl 
ND CAUSAL LINK 


IINATI 


AND 


i 34, I The Authority notes that this being a sunset review of antidumping duty already 
I in fcjrce, continuation of material injury to the domestic industryi’as well aJ likelihood of 
I con^nuation or recurrence of material injury needs to be examined in me context of 
I actukl or likely imports of the subject goods from subject countries. 


G 1 j CONTINUATION OF INJURY 


' 35. ! The Authority notes the arguments of the domestic industry that injury and causal 
I link determination is not mandatory in a sunset review investigation as ha^ been held by 
I the Appellate Body in its final report in the matter of US - Sunset Riview of Anti 
I Duniping Duties on Oil Country Tubular Goods from Argentina. Hoyvever, having 
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as 


estabilished positive dumping margin for the subject goods exported from USA, Iran, 
Saudi Arabia and France during the investigation period and likely dumping firam Japan, 
the ^^uthority has also examined the injury, if any, suffered by the domestic industry 
during the period of anti dumping duties were in force. 

36. It is noted that Caustic Soda is being imported from a dumber of countries, 
including the countries/territories under parallel investigations. The Authority also notes 
that jmtidumping duty is in force against Qatar, Korea and China in addition to subject 
countries. Midterm review against Chinese Taipei, Indonesia and EU (excluding France) 
has confirmed continued and/or likely dumping and injury from these countries. 

G.2 VIEWS OF THE DOMESTIC INDUSTRY 

37. The domestic industry has submitted that; 

(i) The Authority is not required to restrict to the requirements of Article 3 of the 
ADA or Annexure-II to the Rules in a sunset review case and causal link in 
review investigations is not required to be examined. WTO decision in the matter 
of OTCG has been referred to and relied upon. 

(ii) Though the performance of the domestic industry improved in respect of a 
number of parameters (essentially volume parameters), the performance remained 
adverse in respect of a number of price parameters and the domestic industry has 
suffered continued injury. However, domestic industry was yet to achieve 
financial stability and reasonable returns considering huge investments made in 
Caustic Soda Industry. In sunset review investigation, in a situation where the 
performance of the domestic industry shows improvement, the Authority is 
thereafter required to examine likelihood of recurrence of injury, in case the 
duties are withdrawn. Even if, it is held that the domestic industry has not suffered 
continued material injury during the period of review, the j>ositive state of the 
domestic industry would be disturbed once anti dumping duty is withdrawn. 
Further, mere positive state of the domestic industry is not a sufficient ground to 
allow the duty in force to expire without examining the likelihood of recurrence 
of injury. The same has been ujAeld by the WTO Appellate Body in the matter of 
US - Sunset Review of Anti Duniping Duties on Oil Country Tubular Goods 
from Argentina. 

(iii) Injury to the domestic industry is likely to recur which is established by 
significant positive price undercutting, significant freely disposal capacities with 
Foreign Producers in the subject countries (and other countries), price 
attractiveness of Indian market (higher prices in the Indian market vis-^-vis other 
third country market), dumping in third country markets by the producers in 
subject countries. 

(iv) In 2004, worldwide production capacity of caustic soda was assessed as 65.41 
Million MT whereas the world demand of caustic soda was only 52.8 Million 
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Mi, thus, there existed a surplus of 12.52 Million MX which amounts to nearly 
iround 20% of capacity. 

Considering various factors, the Authority should approfnialely considpr the same 
reatment to chlorine as has been treated by the company in its books, duly 
certified by Cost Auditors. i 

4 number of transactions reported in DGCI&S and actual evidence made 
available by the domestic industry makes it evident that the goods \n lye form 
could not have been imported at an abnormal high price. M View of the abnormal 
unrealistic export price the undercutting determination assessed as negative can 
not be the reason for non continuance of anti damping duty with \regards to 
dumped imports from Iran. 

Domestic industry has further submitted that mere negative price undercutting in 
a sunset review investigation did not mean no likelihood or rccurrende of injury. 
Significant freely disposable capacities makes it evident that the domespc industry 
is likely to be injured, should the present anti dumping duties be withdrawn. 

1 

VIEWS OF THE EXPORTER / IMPORTER yOTtff.R INTERESTED 
PARTIES " 7 

The interested parties have submitted that; 

i 

There is inadequate evidence to support the claim of the domestic industry that 
injury will recur if the duties are witMrawn. 

' ! 

The domestic industry has not suffered any material injury during tht period of 
eview. The Designated Authority is required to take into consideration several 
factors as mandated in Article 3.1 of the ADA, Rule II, and Annexufe II of the 
ndian Anti dumping Rules while determining injury. 

domestic Industry has failed to establish a prima facie case with regard to 
ecurrence of injury. Import volumes of the subject goods did not go down 
Irastically even after the imposition of the anti dumping * duty and Ithe import 
volumes remained unaffected, therefore, the imports would not go up jin case the 
duties are withdrawn. 


The Designated Authority has failed to examine all the listed factors df injury as 
mandated by Article 3.4 of the ADA. The determination of injury was jinterpreted 
md considered by WTO in various appellate body decisions m$inly. Anti 
!)umping Duties on Imports of Cotton Type Bed linen from India in Paira 6.154 of 
he Panel report, Definitive Anti Dumping on Poultry from Brazil and Anti 
!)umping Duty on Angles Shapes and Sections of Iron and Non-Alloy Steel and 
4-Beams from Poland. They have submitted tiiat none of the injury fetors show 
material injury to the Domestic Industry. 
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V Domestic Industry has failed to establish causal relationship between dumped 
imports and injury to the domestic industry. Other factors, which are relevant with 
regard to injury to the domestic industry, are imports from other sources, limited 
capacity with Indian Producers, utilization of existing capacity and the planned 
capacities for production of other products are relevant in this regard. Import 
volumes from the subject countries were at an all time low an^ negligible. 

vi There is no clear threat of either dumping or attributable injury in the next few 
years. There exists no causal link between the alleged dumping and the alleged 
injury. Authority is required to consider that the relative conditions of 
competition in the Indian market are also influenced by the fact that India has 
world’s highest tariff rates and Domestic Industry is unable to satisfy the ‘but for 
dumped imports test’ to show a causal link between any dumping and any injury. 

vii The Domestic Industry must show threat of material injury or a likelihood of 
injury based on facts in order to justify the continuation of anti dumping duty. 

viii Injury determination cannot be assessed based on less than 50% of Indian 
production. 

ix Injury is due to increasing exports widi poor sales realization and failure to 
increase capacity to match increase in domestic demand. 

X Captive consumption can not be ignored from the injury analysis. 

xi Domestic Industry is experiencing historic profits and that there is no threat from 
imports in the Indian market. Some of the domestic m^ufacturers viz, Bihar 
Caustic & Chemicals ltd,, DCM Shriram Consolidated Ltd., Kanoria Chemicals & 
Industries Limited, Andhra Sugars Limited and Travancore Cochin Chemicals 
Ltd, etc. have planned expansion of their manufacturing units which would 
increase the total installed capacity of Caustic Soda by 1,35,852 MT, which 
suggests that the domestic industry is fully on the road of recovery. 

xii The ECU realization in the market has drastically gone up with realization from 
each individual constituent having gone up by 100% - 200%. The ECU realization 
in India has been higher as compared to USA and Western Europe. 

xiii Caustic Soda and Chlorine should be treated as co-products of equal economic 
value, for the purpose of calculation of the non-injurious price and the injury 
margin in light flie recent decision of the CESTAT. Both caustic soda and 
chlorine are able to realize substantial and near equal amounts from the market. 
Tlierefore, caustic soda and chlorine should be accorded the status of joint 
products and not by-products. The monograph of the Institute of Cost Accounts 
on cost accounting for joint products and by-products recognizes that caustic soda 
and chlorine are co products or products of equal importance. In case an 
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evaluation of the total realization to the Indian Manufacturers with cjaustic soda 
and chlorine is considered together, it would be much hi^er than jthe cost of 
production of caustic soda. ; 

jJiv The demand of more than 12% return on capital employed is con^ary to the 

I established law and to the state of the Indian economy as held by the CESTAT in 

the case of Indian Spinners Association vs. Designated Authority,] which has 
provided guidance on the issue of ROCE and needs to be fallowed. CfeSTAT has 
also held that evidence should be produced to show the margin off profit for 
calculating the ROCE is reasonable. Chlor Alkali industnes do not justify the 
return of 22% on the capital employed. DA has failed to provide why ^ flat rate of 
22% return including interest should be considered for all industries. 

XV Domestic Industry is facing in-competitiveness ip the domestic market due to 
high cost of powCT in India. The losses of the domestic Indii^try are attributable to 
the skewed nature of the capital structure. Domestic Industty has abndrmally high 
I level of borrowings as a result of which bulk of income from operations go to 

I service debt and very little or nil surplus is left for the shareholders. 

I 

kvi Profit after tax and depreciation trends reflects that domestic industry is suffering 
due to high interest burden and not dumping. 

xvii There has been a recovery in the prices of caustic soda, which would continue for 
few years. ' ^ 

}:viii The Domestic Industry had brought about an intentional and unjustified escalation 
in the prices of caustic soda to gain undue profit margins k the cost of negative 
I impact on the user-industries. Domestic Industry has intentionally! created an 
I artificial shortage of caustic soda by forming a cartel resulting in th^ production 
I cuts, periodic caustic soda price increase, deliberate erratic Supplies, i 

iix Cumulative assessment of injury was impermissible' in the present j case as the 

I volume of imports from the subject countries during POR is below 1 3% of total 

I imports of caustic soda and collecti vely is less than 7% of total volun^ of imports 

in India. 

I >1 

jcx j At present there is high demand and tight supply of caustic soda in the world 
I market including the subject countries. As a residt of this the price ofjcaustic soda 

j is increasing coiqiled with the rising price of natural gas in Gulf Cbuntries and 
US. Petitioner h«i falsely averred that the installed world capacities in caustic 
soda are in excess of demand of the product in the world. ■ 

r 

1 

jcxi j The Domestic Industry has not suffered any volume injury or price injury during 
I the POR. The price of caustic soda in India is higher than the price ofjcaustic soda 
in other parts of the world due to other factors like high power cost, poor logistics 
; i and infrastructure, non-availability of raw materials etc. 
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xxii . The export of the Domestic Industry during 2003-2004 fell by 25% to 31.20 
tonnes during 2003-2004 due to high domestic prices and increase in domestic 
consumptioa Domestic Industry is adopting unfair trade practice by building this 
false case of dumping against the subject countries. Thus, the duty is requested to 
be withdrawn in public interest. 

xxiii. In the comments to the disclosure statement the interested party has submitted that 
a return of capital employed of 2% is not realistic and as such the DA has 
determined the ROCE without any factual basis. The determination of ROCE will 
have a material bearing on the findings of injury to the domestic industry, since 
they have claimed injury on the basis of this basis of benchmark on all 
parameters. 

xxiv. Most of the parameters are showing positive trend during the period of 
investigation, therefore no injury suffered to the domestic industry and there is no 
basis provided for concluding that there is a likelihood of recurrence of injury to 
the domestic industry on the basis of facts available. Since there is no injury to 
the domestic industry, therefore causality carmot be claimed on the basis of 
alleged dumping. 

XXV. M/s. NALCO has submitted that the proportion of import to the extent of little 
more than 4% to the total domestic production either has not caused injury to the 
domestic industry or will not recur injury due to such imports. They have also 
submitted that the major imports are taking place of caustic lye, therefore lye 
should be considered separately in the Authorities examination. 

G.4. EXAMINATION BY THE AUTHORITY 

39. The Authority has taken note of various arguments raised by various parties with 
regard to the material injury to the domestic industry. It is noted that antidumping duty is 
in force against Qatar, Korea and China in addition to subject countries and midterm 
reviews against Chinese Taipei, Indonesia and EU (excluding France) has confirmed 
continued and/or likely dumping and/or injury from these countries. 

40. The Authority has examined the submissions made by the various interested 
parties regarding the likelihood of continuation or recurrence of injury to the domestic 
industry in case of revocation of duty. It is noted that duty was originally imposed on 
reference price basis on all imports of subject goods from subject countries. It is also 
noted that a review has been initiated in terms of Section 9A(5) of Customs Tariff Act 
which requires the Authority to examine whether the duty is required to be continued for 
a further period of five years and to examine the degree and extent of likely dumping and 
injury and the need for revocation for duty based on the information provided and 
arguments raised by various interested parties during the course of the investigation. 

41. For the purpose of assessing current injury in the period of investigation, the 
Authority has examined the volume and price effects of dumped imports on the domestic 
industry/. The dumping margins have been established from each of the subject countries 
and likelihood of dumping has been established from each of the subject countries. Entire 
exports from subject countries have been.treated as dumped imports for the purpose of 
injury and causation analysis. 
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142. It has been argued by the domestic industry that because there no imports 
I from some of the subject countries or nominal imports due to anti dumping jduty in place, 

1 cumi lation can not be done in this case and even after separate bkamination of injury is 
done domestic industry is likely to suffered injury from the duii:q)ed imporo from each 
of the subject countries in case of revocation of duty. The subject goods have been 
imported under the same tariff classification and the user industry for jthe imported 
product and the domestic product is the same and they compete in the tame maricet. 
Acccrdingly, the Authority has assessed injury and likelihood of cohtihuation or 
recui rence of injury to the domestic industry. ■ 

Volum( Effect 

43. j With regard to volume of the dui;nped imports, the Authority i$ required to 
consider whether there has been a significant increase in dumped imports either in’ 
absolute terms or relative to production or consumption in Indiai. Aimexur^ II (ii) of the 
anti dumping rules provides as under: 

“Wh ie examining the volume of dumped imports the said authority ^all consider 
whet her there has been significant increase in the dumped imports eith^ in absolute 
term.' or relative in production or consumption in India ” 

Asse ?sment of demand and market share 

44. Demand of the product in India has been computed as the sum of 4omestic sales 
of the domestic industry, production of other Indian producers and total imports of the 
subj( ct goods from various countries. The demand so assessed is shown in jthe following 
table. 



Salefe of Domestic Industry 


:ed 


ction of domestic industry 


rts 


jct Coxmtries 


;ed 


mi 
SIS 
EES3I 


:.i!? 


730,129 


100.00 


789,600 


23,012 


100.00 


2001-02 


756,220 


103.57 


819,011 


5,438 


23.63 


Oth€ 

r Coxmtries 

50,609 

33,533 



racting anti dumping duty 


t attracting ADD 


imports _ 


;ed 


and _ 


Inde xed__ 


39,046 


11,563 


73621 


29,689 


m 


38971 


52.93 


l,635,44Sl| 1,623,806 


100.00 99.29 



95,928 


11,598 


114685 


153.78 




5,552 


7.58 


2 


6,681 


4,361 


6594 


17.62 


1,851,494 


13.21 


45. j It is seen that demand of the subject goods has shown a positive tr^nd during the 
injui^ period. The sale of the domestic industry has improved during the iinjury period, 
which shows that the domestic industry is recovering from the effects of p^t dumping. It 
is alpo noted that there are continued imports of Caustic Soda from USA, France, Saudi 
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Ar^ia and Iran at dumped prices dunng uic i OI. Investigation has also revealed that the 
exporters/producers in subject countries are likely to continue or resume export at 
dumped prices, should the present anti dumping duties be revoked at this stage. It is noted 
that volume of imports of subject goods from USA, France, Saudi Arabia and Iran were 
low and there were no imports from Japan during the POL However, these do not 
establish no likelihood of recurrence of injury in the event of revocation of anti dumping 
duties. 


■■ -- 

2000-01 

2001-02 

2002-03 

POI- 

Ammalized 

Imports volume 





France 

0 

9 

80 

27 

Japan 

17,260 

2,476 

- 

- 

Saudi Arabia 

612 

- 

6,046 

14,460 

USA 

5,140 

2 

866 

863 

Iran 

- 

2,951 

167 

202 

Subject Countries Total 

23,012 

5,438 

7,159 

15,552 

Indexed 

100 

23.63 

31.11 

67.58 

Other Countries 

50,609 

33,533 

107,526 

71,042 

Total imports 

73,622 

38,971 

114,685 

86,594 

Indexed 

100 


155.78 

117.62 

Market share in imports 





France 

0.00 

0.02 

0.07 

0.03" 

Japan 

23.44 

6.35 

- 

- 

Saudi Arab 

0.83 


5.27 

16.70 

USA 

6.98 

0.01 

0.76 

1.00 

Iran 

- 

7.57 

0.15 

0.23 

Subject Countries^ Total . 

31.26 

13.95 

6.24 

17.96 

Other Countries 

68.74 

86.05 

93.76 

82.04 


Market share of imports from subject countries in total imports has also declined from 
31.26% in the base year to 17.96% during the period of investigation whereas the iir^orts 
from other countries have increased from 68.74% to 82.04% in the respective period. It is 
noted that the share of dumped imports has declined due to anti dumping duty on place 
on imports from various sources including the countries involved in this sunset review 
investigation. 

Price Effect 

46. With regard to the effect of the dumped imports on prices, Aimexure II (ii) of the 
Rules lays down as follows, 

*With regard to the effect of the dumped imports on prices as referred in sub-rule (2) of 
rule 18 the Designated Authority shall consider whether there has been a significant 
price undercutting by the dumped imports as compared with the price of like product in 
India, or whether the effect of such imports is otherwise to depress prices to a siff^iflcant 
degree or prevent price increase which other wise would have occurred to a significant 
degree.*' 
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Part I —Sec. 1 



7. In a sunset review investigation, it is required to be examined Whether there has 
;en a significant price effect by the dumped imports as compared witji the price of the 
ce product in India, or whether there is likelihood of adverse price effect in case of 
vocation of anti dumping duty. It is observed that inspite pf the impdsition of the anti 
imping duty, the import price of the subject goods has remained si^ificantly lower 
an the selling price, cost of production and non-injurious price determined for the 
imestic industry. The imports would be undercutting the prices of the domestic industry 
a significant extent in the event of revocation of anti dumping duties. It is, therefore, 
)ted that there is likelihood of adverse price effect in the event of revocation of the anti 
imping duties. 


Per MX 


Saudi Arabia] Japan 



France 





ded Value 

9,910 

1 13,009 

7,554 1 

. 7,264 

I 

3,23 


ice Undercutting 


ce Undercutting (%) 



41. In order to assess the effect of imports on the domestic markot, the Authority 
aralyzed import prices over the injury'period and it was found that the exporters from 
USA, Iran, Saudi Arabia and France have continuously kept their pricesiat low levels in 
respect of their exports to India. The decline in customs duty apd declinq in the prices of 
iix ports have further triggered a reduction in landed price of imports. I Change in cost 
structure if any, due to competition in the domestic industry and prices of competing 
su 3stitutes have been examined for analyzing the factors other than dumped imports that 
mi ght be affecting the prices in the domestic market and it is noted that there are no 
vi{ ble substitute to this product and the prices could be affected due to duhiped prices. 

49 The net sales realization of the domestic industry has b^en determined 
coiisidering selling price, excluding taxes 8c duties, rebates, discountsj and freight & 
tra iisponation. Entire sales volumes of the domestic industry have beeii considered for 
this purpose. Landed price of imports has been determined considering \^eighted average 
Cl" import price, with 1% landing charges and applicable* basic customs duty. The 
CO] nparison is done between net sales reali 2 iation and landed price of imports for Caustic 

50 Ja Lye and Solid separately. A comparison for subject goods during ttie period under 
inv estigation was made between the weighted average landed value of dumped imports 
and the domestic selling price in the domestic market. With regard to Japan, the price at 
which goods were exported to other world countries were used to deteririine whether the 
ex] >orts were likely to undercut the prices of the domestic industry, should these be made 
at ihe same price to India at which diese were made to third ccnintries. Price undercutting 
in case of Japan was also determined considering the export price es^blished in the 
investigation period of original investigation, extrapolating the?same to determine landed 
price in order to determine the price undercutting. It is found that the landed value of 
imports from USA, Saudi Arabia, Japan iand France were lower than the net sales 
rea ization of the domestic industry for the subject goods during t^e POI thereby 
estiblishing that the imports are undercutting the selling price of the domestic industry 
anL likely to undercut with the revocation of anti dumping duties. The weighted average 
landed value of imports were much lower than the net sales realization of the domestic 
industry, thus undercutting the domestic prices. The undercutting maj'gins from the 
subject countries were in the range of-17 % to 35% during the POL 
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Rs. Per MT 

USA 

Iran 

■njn 

Japan 

France 

Non injurious price for 
Domestic industry 

**** 

♦♦♦♦ 

HH 


**** 

Landed Value 

9,910 

13,009 

7,554 

7,264 

13,230 

Price Underselling 


**** 



**** 

Price Underselling (%) 

♦ ♦♦♦ 


4c4t4t4c 


**** 


50. The non-injurious price determined for the domestic industry was 
compared with the landed value to arrive at the extent of price underselling. The 
non-injurious price has been evaluated for the domestic producers by 
appropriately considering the cost of production for the product under 
consideration during the POI, normatting the capacity utilization and providing 
reasonable profit on the capital employed. The analysis* shows that the weighted 
average landed value of the subject goods from each of the subject countries is 
less than the non-injurious price determined for the domestic industry during.the 
period of investigation. The underselling margins were in the range of 5% to 
47% during the POI. 

Economic parameters relating to the domestic industry 

51. Annexure II to the Rules requires that the determination of injury shall involve an 
objective examination of the consequent impact of these imports on domestic producers 
of the subject goods. Further Annexure II (iv) of the Rules lays down various factors and 
indices having a bearing on the state of the industry, including natural and potential 
decline in sales, profits, output, market share, productivity, return on investments or 
utilization of capacity; factors affecting domestic prices, the magnitude of the margin of 
dumping; actual and potential negative effects on cash flow inventories, employment, 
wages, growth, ability to raise capital investments. 

Production and Sales 


52. Status of the domestic industry with regard to actual capacity, production, 
capacity utilization and sales volumes over the injury period has been as under:- 



2000-01 

2001-02 

2002-03 

POI- 

Annualized 

Capacity of domestic industry 

897,598 

910,098 

910,098 


Indexed 

100.00 

101.39 

101.39 

■D3BI 

Production of domestic industry 

789,600 

819,011 

846,998 

892,492 

Indexed 

100.00 

103.72 

107.27 

113.03 

Capacity Utilization of domestic 
industry 

87.97 

89.99 

93.07 

98.07 

Indexed 

100.00 

102.30 

105.80 

111.48 

Sales of domestic industry 

730,129 

756,220 

784,438 

842,930 

Indexed 

100.00 

. 103.57 

107.44 

115.45 
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i noted that production, cq>acity utilization and sales of the domestic ijidustry showed 
►ositive trend during the injury period. Production of the domestic industry has 
reased in response to increase in sales with imposition oif anti dunkping duties on 
)orts of Caustic Soda from various sources, including the sufcgect countries . However, 
5 noted that the exporters from subject countries are exporting Causti^ Soda at prices 
nificantly below the reference prices determined in earlier and preseit investigation, 
freover, exporters from subject countries are exporting significant volume to other 
intries regularly, and the investigation has shown that fcere is freely disposable 
lacity available with the producers in subject countries. It is also noted ^t the dumped 
3 orts are likely to cause significant price undercutting and given sijgnificant freely 
posable capacities with the subject foreign producers, it is likely that the domestic 
ustry is likely to either loose sales volumes or reduce the prices. Shoijld the domestic 
ustry be forced to sacrifice sales volumes, it is evident that the relocation of anti 
dunping duties would lead to adverse impact on sales volumes and ponsequently on 
pr< iduction and c^iacity utilization. 

Prjductivi" 



Productivity of the domestic industry is given in the table below i 


POI- 

Annualized 


**** 



roductivity per employee(MT) 


roductivity trend - Indexed 


2000-01 

2001-02 

**** 

**** 

100.00 

107.46 



129.35 



productivity of the domestic industry improved during the injury pepod. It is further 
id that the domestic industry has improved its performance and pro4uctivity during 
POI due to anti dumping duty on imports from a number of sources in last four 
;stigations including friis investigation. ' 

al and Potential decline in U tilization of Canac 


Present utilization of capacity of domestic industry has been as under; 



Capacity of domestic industry 

Indexed _ 

Production of domestic industry 

Indexed ___ 

Capacity Utilization of domestic 
indus 

Indexed __ 

Demand _ 

Indexed 


2000-01 


2002-03. 

i 

POI- 

Annualized 

897,598 

910,098 

910,098} 

910,098 

100.00 

101.39 

liniCTl 

101.39 

789,600 

819,011 

846,9981 

892,492 

iMlIItltlf 

103.72 

107.27 ! 

113.03 

87.97 

89.99 

Hi 

98.07 

100.00 

102.30 

105.80 

111.48 

1,635,448 

Ii^3 

1,792,411 

1,851,494 

100.00 

99.29 1 

109.60! 

113.21 


Based on the above, it is noted that capacity utilization of the domestic indus^ has 
I im proved. Capacity utilization of the domestic industry has inci^ased because of increase 
j in production and sales due to antidumping duty in place on in^xprts fromjvarious sources 
I in sarlier investigations. It is noted that the capacity of the domestic industry during the 
I inj Liry period has increased marginally, however, the capacity utilization has increased in 
; th€ increased demand of the subject goods. 
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Actual and Potentiai decline in Sales 

55. Present sales status of the Domestic industry has been as under: 


MT 

2000-01 

2001-02 

2002-03 

POI- 

Annnalized 

Sales of Domestic industry 

730,129 

756,220 

784,438 

842,930 

Indexed 

100.00 

103.57 

107.44 

115.45 

Imports 





- France 

0 

9 

80 

27 

'• Japan 

17,260 

2,476 

- 

- 

- Saudi Arabia 

612 

- 

6,046 

14,460 

-USA 

5,140 

2 

866 

863 

- Iran 

- 

2,951 

167 

202 

- Subject Country 

23,012 

5,438 

7,159 

15,552 

Indexed 

100.00 

23.63 

31.11 

67.58 

Other Sources 





Attracting ADD 

39,046 

29,689 

95,928 

36,681 

Indexed 

100.00 

76.03 

245.68 

93.94 

Not attracting ADD 

11,563 

3,844 

11,598 

34,361 

Indexed 

100.00 

33.25 

100.30 

297.16 

Total Others 

50,609 

33,533 

107,526 

71,042 

Indexed 

100.00 

66.26 

212.46 

140.37 

Total imports 

73,622 

38,971 

114,685 

86,594 

Indexed 

100.00 

52.93 

155.78 

117.62 

Imports from subject countries 
in relation to sales of Domestic 
industry 

3.15 

0.72 

0.91 

1.84 

Market share in imports - 
Subject Countries 

31.26 

13.95 

6.24 

17.96 

Market share in imports - 
Other Countries 

68.74 

86.05 

93.76 

82.04 


The sates of the domestic industry have increased during the entire injury period. It is 
also observed that the share of dumped imports from subject countries in relation to sales 
of the domestic industry has declined from 3.15% in base year to 1.01% during the POL 
Market share of imports from subject countries in total imports has also declined from 
31.26% in the base year to 17.96% during the period of investigation whereas the imports 
from other countries have increased from 68.74% to 89.27% in the respective period. It is 
noted that the share of dumped imports has declined due to anti dumping duty on plhce 
on imports from various sources including the countries involved in this sunset review 
investigation. 

ProfitSi, return on investment and cask flow 

56. The present and likely status of profits, return on investment and < ilbw of the 
domestic industry has been examined, l^sent status of these parameters >1 the dcHnestk 
industiy has been as under: 
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i 

I 

i 


I 

j 

! 

I 


I 


! 


a:5 


^I- 

An^ualized 


In Lacs 


Profit 


Indexed 


Indexed 


Before Tax 


Profit before interest and tax 


Return on capital employed 
NFA Basis 


Cash Profit 


Indexed 


It 

s 

ini 

s 


It 


ubseq 
v^estig^ 
ibject 


2000-01 


♦ ♦♦♦ 


( 100 . 00 ) 




100.00 




100.00 




( 100 . 00 ) 


2001-02 


♦♦♦♦ . 


(45.83) 




90.68 




152.16 




52.44 


2002H)3 


♦♦♦ ♦ 


(155,66) 




(2.93) 


♦ ♦ ♦ ♦ ! 


(13.60) 


*♦♦ ♦ 


(272.02) 




♦ ♦♦ 


(21.58) 


12 


8.22 


37.61 
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is notisd that losses (PBT) to the domestic industry has increased during 2Cj02-03 and 
ntly the losses of the domestic industry declined during the POL The original 
Ltion of the present sunset review investigation was first investigat|on of the 
toods and important dates and events of this investigation are as under:; 


e: 

a 

Event 

Date 

1 

1 

First Investigation against USA, Japan, Saudi Arabia, Iran and 
France (Period of investigation has been April 1998 - Sept 1999) 

■ 

1 

> Initiation of Investigation 

26.05.2000 ! 

1 

1 

y Preliminary Finding 


1 

1 

> Preliminary Finding Ministry of Finance 

wawKiiimm 

1 

1 

> Final Finding 

14.05.2001 

■ 

1 

> Final Finding Ministry of Finance 

26.05.2001 1 



2 

1 

Second Investigation against Qatar (Period of investigation ha^ 
been Jan 2(X)1 - Sept 2001) j 


1 

> Initiation of Investigation 

08,10.2001 ; 


1 

> Preliminary Finding 



■ 


mmm 


■ 

> Final Finding 

ummt 


■ 

> Final F inding Ministry of Finance 

wmim 



3 

1 

Third Investigation against China and Korea (Period of 
investigation has been 2001-02) 


1 

> Initiation of Investigation 

14)05.2002 


1 

> Preliminary-Finding 

21:09.2002 ; 


1 

> Preliminary Finding Ministry of Finance 

26.12.2002 i 


1 


04.08.2003 ' 


1 

> Final Finding Ministry of Finance 

26.12.2003 i 


B 

Fourth Investigation against Chinese Taipei, Indonesia and EU 

■ 

excluding France (Period of investigation has been Jan 2002 - Sept 

n 

2002) 

• * 1 


> Initiation of Investigation 

08.10.200i 

il 

> Preliminary Finding 
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> Preliminary Finding Ministry of Finance 

27.03.2003 

> Final Finding 

01.10.2003 

> Final Finding Ministry of Finance 

14.11.2003 


57. It is noted that the dom^st^ industry suffering due to dumped imports from 
Qatar during the base year and subsequently faced injury due to dumped imports from 
Korea land China, followed by Indonesia, Chinese Taipei, and European Union (excluding 
Freince). After imposition of duty agamst these sources, performance of the domestic 
industry in terms of profits, return on investment and cash flow has materially improved 
in the present POI. However, the domestic industry was still suffering financial losses 
(PBT) in the current investigation period. Return on capital employed was positive upto 
2001 "2002, become negative in 2002-03 and again improved substantially during the 
period of investigation. Most, of the constituents of the domestic industry are multi 
product companies and do not maintain separate cash flow for product under 
consideration, therefore, the cash flow situation of the domestic industry could not lie 
assessed. However, the cash profit of the domestic industry with regard to the product 
under consideration, which was positive upto 200 U02, became negative in 2002-03 and 
thereeifter once again become poritive during the period of investigation. It is noted that 
dumping from one or other source adversely affected profits, cash flow and return on 
capital employed. The financial health of the domestic inclustry improved substantially 
with tlie imposition of anti dumping duties on imports from various sources, however, 
none of these parameters reached a reasonable satisfactory situation. The domestic 
industry still continued to suffer financial losses during the injury period. 

Market share in Demand 

58. Actual and potential increase in dumped imports and its iihpact on market share 
of the domestic industry in demand were examined. Status of imports from subject 
countries and share of imports in relation to production/consumption in India is given in 
the table below. 




2001-02 

2002-03 

POI- 

Annualized 

Market share in Demand - Excluding Captive 




Domestic industry 

44.64 

46.57 

43.76 

45.52 

Other producers 

50.86 

51.03 

49.84 

49.8Q 

Subject Countries 

1.41 

0.33 

0.40 

0.84 

Other Countries 

3.09 

2.06 

6.00 

3.84 

Market share in Demand - Including C^tive 




Domestic industry 

51.51 

53.49 

51.01 

52.17 

.Other producers 

44.54 

44.42 

43.41 

43.72 

Subject Countries 

1.23 

0.29 

0.35 

0.74 

Other Countries 

2.71 

1.80 

5.23. 

3.37 . 

Imports (subject countries) in relation 
to production of domestic industry 

2.91 

0.66 


1.74 

Imports (subject countries) in relation 
to sales of domestic industry 

3.15 

0.72 

0.91 

1.84 
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It is noted that market share of dumped imports from subject ^untries ih total imports 
declined from 31.26% during 2000-01 to >17.96% during the PO|[ and the Market share of 
dumped imports from subject countries in total demand has ideclined from 1.41% to 
0.84 % (in demand excluding captive) and from 1.23% to 0.74% (in den^nd including 
captive) during the POI. Thus, with the Existence of the present! duties, n^arket share of 
the imports in demand has declined whereas the market share! of domestic industry in 
tota demand has first declined and then improved during the TOI. The jA.uthority also 
exaj nined likely situation of the markef share of subject countries shoi^ld the present 
duties be revoked. It is noted that the decline in dumped imp^s and iiiiprovement in 
marcet share is solely due to imposition of anti dumping duty-on imports from various 
SOU] ces including sources in this investigation. Considering j the price j levels of the 
pro( ucers and exporters from subject ^ countries to India iad other jeountries, the 
information on record shows that the producers and exporters *are exporting significant 
quaitity at prices lower than prevailing prices in the Indian matrket. It is Jilso noted that 
the exporters in subject countries are exporting to other countries at lo^ror prices and 
surf lus capacity is av^lable with them. In view of this, there is!no reason to believe that 
these produces and exporters would not be exporting significant material at dumped 
priojs to India if anti-dumping duty were revoked. Given the likieV volum^ of imports, it 
is n)ted that the market share of the subject imports in demanid is likely] to once again 
reac \i significant levels in event of revocation of anti dumping duty. ’ 


59. 

com 


andb 


Employment and wages 


It is noted that most of the constituents of the domestic industry arq multi product 
panics, therefore, there may not be direct adverse effect on etnployme]|it levels of the 
donjestic industry due to dumped imports. These parameters were neverthdless examined 
tatus of employment levels and wages have been a^ under: ■ 


The 

sub^t 

sho 



2000-01 

2001-02 

2002-0B 

PQI- 

Ann^alized 

Employment 

♦ + +♦ 





Indexed 

100.00 

96.52 

92.73 

81 

^39 

Wages 






Indexed 

100.00 

106.14 

lOS.I-i 

11 

3.77 


w 


employment levels with the domestic industry show a decline during tfie POI, but no 
antial argument was raised on this account. Wages do noli show decline and rather 
an increase over the period, which is reflective of the increments in \^jages. 


Pri< c undercutting and underselling 


60. I With regard to the effect of the dumped imports oh prices, the Designated 
Autnority is required to consider whether there has been a significant priqe undercutting 
by the dumped imports as compared with the price of the Hke product in India, or 


! 
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whether the effect of such imports is otherwise to depress prices to a significant degree or 
prevent price increases, which otherwise would have occurred to a significant degree. In 
order to assess the effect of inq)orts on the domestic market, Designated Authority 
analyzed import prices over the injury period and it was found that the exporters from 
subject countries have continuously kept their prices at low levels in respect of their 
exports to India. The decline in customs duty and decline in the prices of imports have 
further triggered a reduction in landed price of imports. 

61. Designated Authority determined the net sales realization of the domestic industry 
considering selling price, excluding taxes & duties, rebates, discounts and freight & 
transportation. Entire sales volumes of the domestic industry have been considered for 
this purpose. Landed price of imports has been determined considering weighted average 
CIF import price, with 1% landing charges and applicable basic customs duty. The 
comparison is done between net sales realization and landed price of imports for Caustic 
Soda Lye and Solid separately. A comparison for subject goods during the period under 
investigation was made between the weighted average landed value of dumped imports 
and the domestic selling price in the domestic market. With regard to Japan, the price at 
which goods were exported to other world countries were used to determine whether the 
exports were likely to undercut the prices of .the domestic industry, should these be made 
at the same price to India at which these were made to third countries. Price undercutting 
in case of Japan was also determined considering the normal value established during the 
investigation period, extrapolating the same to determine landed price in order to 
determine whether the Japanese exports were expected to be at dumping prices, should 
the exports be made at prices equal to or less ^an normal value. It is found that the 
landed value of imports from each of the subject countries were lower than the net sales 
realization of the domestic industry for die subject goods during the POI thereby 
establishing that the imports are likely to undercut the selling price of the domestic 
industry with the revocation of anti dumping duties. The weighted average landed value 
of imports were much lower than the net sales realization of the domestic industry, thus 
undercutting the domestic prices. The undercutting margins were in the range of -17% to 
35% during the POL 


Rs. Per MT 

USA 

Iran 

Saudi 

Arabia 

Japan 

France 

Net Sales realization of 
Domestic industry 



♦♦ ♦♦ 



Landed Value 

9,910 

13,009 

7,554 

7,264 

13,230 

Price Undercutting 

♦♦♦* 

♦♦♦♦ 




Price Undercutting (%) 

bbbhi 


**** 


9|C )|I* t 


62. The Authority further notes that price underselling is an important 
indicator of assessment of injury in order to determine whether the exports are 
likely to depress the prices of the domestic industry to a significant degree. For 
the purpose, the Authority considered the non injurious price determined for the 
domestic industry and compared the same with the landed value of imports to 
arrive at the extent of price underselling the domestic industry would be forced 
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i 1o in case the domestic industry matches the prices. The non-injjurious price has 
l>een evaluated for the domestic producers by appropriately considering the cost 
^ (if production for the product under consideration during the POll, normatting the 
S capacity utilization and providing reasonable profit on the capita^ employed. The 
I analysis shows that the weighted average landed value of the subject goods from 

I each of the subject countries is less than the non-injuribus pric4 determined for 

1he domestic industry during the period of investijgation. T^e underselling 
margins were in the range of 5% to 47% during the POI. 


jls. Per MT 

USA 

Iran 

Saudi 

Arabia 


France 



4i4i4i4i 

♦ ♦♦♦ ! 

1 


^anded Value 

9,910 

mSESM 

wmM 

mem 

13,230 

^rice Undercutting 



iimm 

ggym 


^rice Undercutting (%) 

♦ ♦♦♦ 



♦ ♦♦♦ ^ 

- 1 - 

♦♦♦* 


)3. The Authority notes that revocation of the anti dipping dutjy in force would 
jrovide an opportunity to the exporters to sell the ipaterial ^t such priqes which is likely 
o depress prices of the domestic industry to a signific^iit degree j or prevent price 
ncreases to a significant degree which otherwise would have occurred. 

Inventories: . 


)4. Designated Authority has examined the inventory ley el of the domestic industry, 
vhich is given in the following table:- ; 


MT 


2001-02 


POI- 

Annualized 

Inventory 

♦ ♦♦♦ 

♦ * ♦ 


♦♦♦♦ 

Indexed 

100.00 

152.63 


161.39 

Inventory as % of sales 

♦ ♦♦♦ 


*4*:* ] 


Indexed 

100.00 

147.06 

193.60 j 

137.77 


3ased on the above, it is noted that the inventory level of the domestic industry has 
ncreased during the injury period. However, present inventory levels not appear to be 
significantly high. 


prowth 

|65. On examination of various economic parameters of the domejstic industry, it is 
^oted that various volume parameters of the domestic industry shotted positive trend, 
jwhich is due to anti dumping duty in place from many sjc^ces inefuding the subject 
countries in this investigation. It is further noted that the domestic indiistry has improved 
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ite performance with regard to profits, cash flow and return on capital employed. 
However, the domestic industry has still not been able to make profits (the industry was 
rather faced with continued losses), return on capital employed is at low level and cash 
profits of the domestic industry is quite low. Thus, it is noted that even though the growth 
of the domestic industry has been positive with the imposition of anti duiiiping duties, 
given adverse likely volume and price effect that the imports are likely to have in event of 
revocation of anti dumping duties, it is evident that the growth of the domestic industry is 
likely to be adversely affected with the revocation of anti dumping duties firom the 
subject coimtries. 


Magnitude of dumping 


6(y. It is noted that the dumping margins are more than limits prescribed and are at 
significant level in the case of import from USA, Iran, France and Saudi Arabia and 
information shows likelihood of significahtdumping from Japan in case of revocation of 
anti dumping duties. Dumping margin determined in earlier investigation were also at 
significant levels. It is noted that the evidence on record shows substantial likely dumping 
in case of revocation of anti dumping duties. 


Ability to raise capital and investment 

67. It is noted that the capacity of the subject goods of the domestic industry has 
increased during the injury period and there was some investment during the POI but it 
has not impacted the cost of production of the subject goods since the capacity of the 
domestic industry has been normated for determination of non-injuriUus prices. 

Factors affecting domestic prices 


68. Change in cost structure if any, competition in the domestic industry have been 
examined for analyzing the factors other than dumped imports that might affecting the 
prices in the domestic market. It is noted that the landed value of imported material fix)m 
subject coimtries is significantly below the selling price of the domestic industry causing 
severe price undercutting in the Indian market. It is also noted that there is no viable 
substitute to this product and the domestic prices compete with one another alongwith the 
landed value of the imported goods and the prices could be affected due to dumped 
prices. It is noted that dumped imports from several sources compete with one another 
and landed price in effect detemiines the movement of domestic prices . It is also found 
that there is a healthy demand of the product in the domestic market. 

Magnitude of Injury and iniurv margin 

69. The non-injurious price determined by the Authority has been compared with the 
landed value of exports for determination of injury margin. The weighted average injury 
margins have been found to be significant. 

OTHER KNOWN FACTORS AND CAUSAL LINK 

70. Attention of the Authority has been drawn to Panel and Appellate body decisions 
on the standards of review and applicability or Article 3 (including Article 3.5) 
examination in a sunset review. It has been argued that in the United States - Sunset 
Review of Antidumping Measure on Oil Country Tubular Goods from Argentina, the 
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Appellate Body upheld the Panel finding that the obligation set out in Anjicle 3 of ADA 
doe I not apply to likclihood-bf-injury determination in sunset: review. (The Appellate 
Bod y also held that the ADA does not preclude the inves^atihg ailthorities from 
cuir dating the effects of likely dumped imports in die cour^ of likel^ood-of-injury 
determination and the conditions of Article 3.3 of ADA do not apply injthe context of 
sunj et review. 


71.1 Notwithstanding the above arguments and the accepted view of| the Appellate 
Body that injury and causal link examination under Article 3 of ADA is ijot a mandated 
reqiirement in a sunset review; the Authority has examined the current inijuiy and causal 
link between the current injury and dumped imports from the s^ject eoiitry as well as 
like ihood-of-injury simultaneously. The Authority examined whether oth^ listed known 
fact >rs codd have caused or are likely to cause injury to the domestic industry. 

Volime and orices 


72. Imports from various countries have been as under:- 



2000-2001 


23012 


39046 


tdl import 

s 

1 

362 


2001-2002 


5438 


29689 


2002-2003 


7159 


95928 



POI 





3h681 



)atar 


17062 

Zhina. 

17 

7305 

Corea RP 

33 

0 

faiwan 

19032 

,327 
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Indonesia 

0 

4972 

42372 

12769 

European Union - 

Excluding France 

19964 

22 

30982 

67193 

Other major Countries - Not attracting Anti Dumping Duty 

Romania 

0 

0 


6650 

UAE 

5132 

0 

0 

1530 

Unspecified 

5217 

0 

135 

6173 


During the PO[, in addition to the imports of subject goods from subject countries, 
imports have taken place from number of other countries also. Total import from other 
sources increased from 50609 MT during 2000-2001 to 71042 MT during POL Imports 
from Romania and Korea DP were more than de-minimUs limits during the investigation 
period and the Indian Producers had earlier filed an aj^Iication alleging dumping by the 
producers in Romania, Korea DP and Brazil. On examination, the Authority did not find 
sufficient evidence that imports from Romania, Korea DP RP and Brazil would have 
caused material injury to the domestic industry. It is further noted that the weighted 
average import price from sources not attracting anti dumping duty is higher than the 
dumped price or the likely prices from the subject countries. Therefore, it is held that 
imports fit)m the other sources did not appear to have had significant adverse effect on 
die domestic industry, both in terms of volume and value. 


Contraction in demand and / or change in pattern of consumption 



2000-01 

2001-02 

WifiliViSM 

POI 

Demand 


1,623,806 

1,792,411 

1,851,494 

Indexed 

100.00 

99.29 

109.60 

113.21 


73. Total domestic demand of the product under consideration has increased from 
1635448 MT during 2001-2002 to 1851494 MT during the POL It is noted that the 
demand has consistently increased during the entire injury period. Thus, possible 
contraction in demand is not a factor that could have caused injury to the domestic 
industry. 

Trade restrictive practices and competition between the foreign and domestic 
producers 

74. The subject goods are freely importable and there are no trade restrictive practices 
in the domestic market. The domestic industry consists of 10 producers of the subject 
goods out of 37 producers of caustic soda in the Country. The Indian Producers 
competes among one another and at the same time compete with the landed price of the 
subject goods. The price of the domestic industry is influenced by the landed price of 
subject goods. Present situation of likely injury to the domestic industry cannot be 
attributed to trade restrictive practices or fair competition between foreign and domestic 
producers. 

Developments in technology and export performance 

75. The production facilities of the cooperative foreign producer and tlie production 
facility of the domestic industry were found-to be of similar technoIog>’. There are three 
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lologies fo?: production of the subject goods and all the three forms Continue to be 
jyed. Even though a number of companies are upgrading their tec^ology from 
;ury to membrane, it is found that this process of change is not a new| phenomenon, 
he investigations revealed that the producers with latest technology hive lower cost 
roduction or non injurious price. Technology or technology related issues have not 
raised by any interested party as a possible cause of injury to the donlestic industry, 
noted that the domestic industry has exported small quantity of subject goods during 
POI that does not substantially affect the operations of the company. The export 
)rmance of the domestic industry is thus insignificant if qpmpared yith the entire 
; of the domestic industry, therefore, export turnover does liot affect pjerformance of 
lomestic industry and can not be the cause of injury. 

; , I 

uctivitv of the Domestic Industry 


76. Productivity of the domestic industry in terms of labour output anjd daily output 
has shown a growth during the POI coiyipared to the base year. It is ^Iso noted that 
pro< activity has shown a growth. during the entire injury period along With growth in 
pro( action and sales. 

77. It is noted that market share of the domestic industry first jdeclined ip 2002-03 and 

thereafter improved during the POL The landed value of the subject goids during the 
peri 3 d of investigation was below the npt sales realization and the non injurious price 
determined for the domestic industry and was thus significantly unpercutting the 
domestic selling prices. Should the exports undercut the prices pf the dorpestic industry, 
the same is likely to have adverse volume and/or price effect ^d would be at dumped 
prices. It is also noted that should the exports be made at prices on or above normal 
vali e, the landed price of imports would be significantly hi^ex than the current selling 
pric; of the domestic industry. Any exports to India are likely at prices ciotse to or below 
the selling price of the domestic industry, which would clearly Ife at dumping prices. It is 
thus concluded that likely injury to the domestic industry in the event of jwithdrawal of 
anti dumping duty would be due to dumped imports. | 

I 

Coijclusions on current injury 


After considering the evidence on record, it is noted that;- ^ 

Performance of the domestic industry showed positive trepds in tenjns of capacity, 
production, capacity utilization sales and productivity. ' ^ 

Even though profits, cash profits, return on investments showed improvements, 
performance on these accounts was not satisfactory ahd the dorliestic industry 
suffered continued financial losses. 


Inventories with the domestic industry increased. 

Imports were significantly undercutting the prices of the domestic industry, if anti 
dumping duty in force is not considered. Further, landed price of imports without 
anti dumping duty were significantly below the non-injurious price Idetermined for 
the domestic industry. 















^gogll . IPS 

79. Aftet tbi foregoing and having regard to the evidence on record, tibe 

Authority eoncludiss that even thotlgh the performance of the domestic industry improved 
and the doniestic industi^ suffered ffiatiriltl injury and situation of the domestic Mustry 
remained 


80. The domestic industry has argued that the requirement under sunset review is to 
examine whether revocation of ailti dumping duty is likely to lead to continuance or 
recurrence of injury to the domestic industry and therefore, any examination based on the 
factors listed for a threat analysis woUld be flawed. Therefore, all such factors brought to 
the notice of the Authority, haV@ been examined, to find if there is a likelihood of 
continuation of injury in the event Of withdrawal of the duty. The Authoif^ has 
determined that the subject goods are continiilrtg to enter the Indian market at <ramped 
prices or are likely to be exported at dumped prices from the subject countries in the 
event of withdrawal of aiiti dumping duties. It is pertinent to examine whether injury to 
die domestic industry is likely to recur due to dicse dumped imports if the duty is 
removed. It has dready been established that the actual landed value of imports from the 
subject countries without the antidumping duty were below the non-injurious price 
detfMinedfor the domestic industry*. 

81. In addition to the examinttiofl.,pf continued injury, likelihood of continued or 
recurrence of injury to the domestic industry has also been examined by the Authority on 
the basis of information and evidence presented by various interested parties during the 
course of the investigations. The Autlwrity examined tfew likelihood of continuation or 
recurrence considering the parameters relating to the threat of material injury in terms of 
Annexure 11 (vii) of the Rules, 'wdiich.states as under: 

'"A determination of a threat of material ir^ury shall be based on facts and not merely on 
allegation, conjecture or remote possibility. The change in circumstances, which would 
create a situation in which the ditmping would cause iryury, must be clearly foreseen and 
imminent In making a determination regarding the existence of a threat of material 
injury, the Designated Authority shall consider, inter alia, such factors and; 

(q) a significant rate of increase of dumped imports into India indicating the 



(b) Sufficient freely disposable or an imminent, substantial increase in capacity of the 
exporter indicating the likelihood of substantially increased dumped exports to 
Indian market, taking into account the availability of other export markets to 
absorb any additional exports. 

(c) Whether imports are entering at prices that will haveva significant depressing or 
suppressing effect on domestic pnees, and would likely increase demand for 
further imports and, 

(d) Inventories of the article being investigated ” 

82. None of the exporters/producers from any of the subject countries except Saudi 
Arabia have responded in this review investigation. The domestic industry has provided 
information regarding capacity, production and demand of subject goods of the exporting 
countries based on published information from CMAI. It is noted that factors such as the 
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lume of imports over the injury period, the level of import prices of suljyect goods from 
iject and non subject countries, surpjus/freely disposable capacities available with the 
orting countries suggest that revocation of anti dumping dpty woulq likely result in 
fnificant increase in volume of dumped imports from subject countries. In a situation 
lere the goods have been exported to India inspite of anti dumping djity in force, the 
lume of dumped imports is likely to increase farther, in case; the present anti dumping 
ties are withdrawn. 

Producers/exporters from some of the subject countries and countries involved in 
going parallel investigations have l^een supplying the sul^'ect good s in significant 
lumes to industrial consumers in India such as NALGO. It is noted that during the last 
ee years, domestic industry has been able to get substantial orders for supply to 
LCO, one of the major importers of the subject goods in tihe past, >vhich is evident 
m the followings: 



puantity as per tender 
_ foreign offers rcecived 
. tidian offer received 
Drder placed on Foreign 

suppliers _ 

Order placed oh Indian 
suppliers 


2001-02 

2002-03 


2005-06 

100000 

115000 

120000 

12000( 


352000 

262000 

86000 i 

38000 

D 

I1»000 

83000 

122000 

134000 : 

I2740( 

m 

147000 

100000 

86000 

32000 ’ 

180001 

0 

mmniiii 

29000 

88000 

■PPPP 

■■■■ 

1 

120000 



8^. It is noted that Indian producers have improved their share of sppply of subject 
g(ods to NALCO during the injury period after imposition of anti-dujnping duty and 
diring 2005-06 they have bagged die entire quantity of supplies. However, NALCO 
continues to and is likely to continue to soulCe its requirement throiteh international 
competitive bidding process. In the present situation^ withdrawal of presmt anti-dumping 
dvties is likely to create intense competition and die foreign producers a|*e likely to offer 
di mped prices, which would result in recuirence of injinry to ithe domes^c industry. The 
cimulative surplus capacity available with* the exporters in subject countries is higher 
‘ in the entire consumption in India, and the investigations in the past (lave shown that 
s market for caustic soda is highly volatile, and any significant volume jof exports made 
India at likely dumped prices is likely to lead to price undercutting ajid consequently 
jury to the domestic industry. No cogent reason has been ^ovided ijy the interested 
rties why the surplus capacities in the subject countries would not be u^ed to supply the 
iterial in the Indian m^ket at dumped prices. Nor any cogent reasoh was advanced 
ly the likely prices would be higher than the present export prices fo India or third 
untries than normal values in the exporting counfries, ‘ 

In Order to assess the likely effect of the expiry of measures in force, it is noted 
It there are clear indications that the subject countries have the potential to raise their 
Dduction and export volumes. On the basis of dumping exariiination, i is likely that in 
sence of measures, the producer from subject countries ^ would adjopt a policy of 
pplying goods at dumped prices, which will further cause injury to the domestic 
iustry, which has recovered and improvement has been shown due to the anti-dumping 
ty in place against dumped imports from subject countries. The possibility for lowering 
wn the pries from the exporting producers from these countries camu^t be overlooked 
d denied in view of dianping and likely dumping Such a jprice behayior of exporters 
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from subject countries coupled with their ?ibility to deliver significant quantities of 
subject goods, would in dl likelihood have a general price depressing impact on the price 
sensitive commodity market. The evidence, thus, shows that should the measures be 
revoked, there is likelihood of recurrence of injury to the domestic industry. 

86. The interested parties have argued that the domestic industry has not 
submitted evidence regarding the likely volume of imports from subject countries 
in a situation of revocation of duty and the likely prices at which such imports 
would be made and likely impact on the domestic industry due to such imports. 
They have further submitted that the domestic industry has made their claim 
without substantiation regarding sufficient freely disposal capacity available 
with foreign producers and likely dumping in future. The sole responding 
exporter has argued that their production is fully utilized that it has neither 
sufficient disposable capacity for export nor any abnormal inventory of the 
subject goods, however, it is noted that the company did not filed any 
information with regard to production, sales,' capacity and demand for the entire 
country. It is further argued that wild allegations cannot form the basis of any 
apprehension for future likelihood of injurious dumping. 

87. The domestic industry contended that the exporters from subject countries 
continued to export the subject goods at dumped prices in the Indian market and 
producers in the subject countries a:re likely to resort to dumping of subject 
goods in the Indian market due to excess capacities in subject countries and 
surplus available with them. The interested parties did not provide relevant 
documents in support of their claim that surplus was meant for third countries 
and no surplus would have been available for exports to India. The domestic 
industry repeatedly stressed that the price difference between the domestic and 
imported material has been so huge that there is no reason to believe that these 
subject countries would not divert significant volumes of the subject goods to the 
Indian market in case the anti dumping duties are withdrawn, more so when 
freely disposable capacities exist with the foreign producers. 

88. The arguments and submissions made by the interested parties were 

examined having regard to the information/evidence made available by these 
interested parties and on record of the Authority about the present and potential 
capacity, production, sales, imports, exports, domestic demand, the price levels 
in respect of domestic sales, exports to third countries and India, likely prices of 
imports from the subject countries. In order to determine whether the continued 
imposition of the duty is necessary to offset dumping, the Authority considered 
the following parameters:- ' 

(i) Dumping margin determined in the original investigations; 

(ii) Dumping margin determined in the present inv^tigations.- for the purpose, 
vdierever exports to India existed during the investigation period, the same were 
considered and dumping margin determined, .Wherever there were no exports to Indih 
during the investigation period, the Authority determined dumping margin in respect of 
established in the origind investigation and likelihood of dumping considering the 
normal value established. 






(iii) Surplus unutilized capacities,. |W?sent tmd petenilal, eensfdering known 
exjansions undertaken by the foreign producers, prices preveding in Iiidia, jmst actual 
an 1 potential volume of exports. ; : i 

89j On examination of these factors it is noted that; 

' ' ' - ' I ■ 

(a) The dumping margins are significant in case of subject cpwnhies’ i 

(b; Export price from subject countries w’e signifrcantly below the ptevailing selling 
prices in India and non injurious price detennined for the domesticj industry; 

(c) It has not been demonstrated by the exporters^that wi|t<frewal of anti dumping 
duty would not lead to likelihood Of* dumping and injurj ito the domestic industry 
and continued imposition of the duty was unnecessary to offset dUP^Ptng. 

■ i ■ 

(d) Considering the level of capacity utilization achieved, by the producers in the 

exporting countries in the past over the injury period and the capacity utilization 
achieved diiffing the investigatiqn period, the^ Authority determined uuutilized 
capacities in subject countries based bn the information provided by the domestic 
industry from CMAI. It is noted that the unutilized pppapities with the USA 
producers were to the extent of 1028000 MT, Mth the Japanese prt iducers were to 
the extent of 707000 MT, with the Iranian producers wep to the e> :tent of 120000 
MT, with the Saudi Arabian producers were to the extent of 900d MT while the 
same w^e to die extent of 1886000 MT in case of West European producers. In 
other words, producers in these countries can readily offer material to these 
extents, as per information provided by CM AT , 


USA unutilized capacity KKSOQQMT 

Saudi Arabia unutilized capacity ■ . ^ 

Japan unutilized capacity ^ 7 767000 MT 

Iran unutilized capacity 1^3000 MT 

West Europ^m unutilized capacity _ 18^6000 MT 

Total unutdized capacity in subject countries 373QQQQ MT 

Indian Dea: 9 suiid ; : - , 

• .1 * *1 I - " ■ - ii ■ ■,»!. I ■ ■■ , _ , n ii . . < T " 

> excludjg^ captive consumption , . 1^^1494 MT 

> includmBTca^ve consumption < li 21108^6 MT 

As per CMAI reports, the present demand-supply situation in tl 

ws> t. 


Disposable capacity and potential exports to India 


world is as 



uction 



USA 

Japan 

13,147,000 

4,941i000 

12,109,000 

4,234,0(KT 

92.10 

Mi/iVMIiW 

1,038,000 


‘5,000 ' 

12,709,000 

4,239,000 


Saudi Arabia 








































Demand 

■iMiitetj 

3,626,060 




Excess availability 



■EEEEm 

■sm 

652,000 

Exports 

1,709,000 

B3HfiIgai 

BBH 


652,06q 

Net excess availability 

(10,000) 

' , 

■ -■ . ■ 


■■ 

Net Excess Capacity 

1,028,000 

707,000 

1^886,000 

120,000 

9^000 
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50O31OOOMr : 

Capacity 

57574000 MT 


7543OO0MT- 


As there is surplus capacity on a worldwide basis as also in the subject countries, it is 
noted that there is likeMiood of exports from subject counfries being made in Mian 
market. Having regard to the evidence regarding capacity, production, sales mid demand 
on record, it is noted that withdrawal of anti dumping duty would lead to intensified 
dumping and consequent injury ami on this account, continued imposition of the duty is 
necessary to offset dumping. 


91. It is mted that the exporters have not placed any con\mcing evidwice on record 
that inj ury will not recur in event of withdrawal of measures. Having regard to the 
evidence regarding capacity, production, sales and demand on record, it is noted drat 
withdrawal of anti dumping duty would likely to lead to continuance or recurrence of 
injury, to the domestic industry. Tlierefope, in view of these findings die Authority 
proposes to conclude thzfr the evidence on records clearly establishes diat injury Would 
recur in the event the measures are withdrawn. ' 

Conclusion 


92. On die basis of the above examination of the current level of dumping, injury, 
causal links and likelihood of continuation of dumping and injury the Audiority 
concludes that 

a) The subject goods are continuing to enterthe Indian market fixim subject counfries 
at dumped prices; 

b) The domestic industry is suffering material injury and likely to recur injury ^e to 

the dumped imports; * 

c) Dumping of the subject goods from subject countries and injury to the domestic 
industry is likely to continue if the duties are withdrawn. 

H. FINAL FINDINGS ; 

93. Having regard to the contentions raised, information provided and 
submissions made hy the interested parties and facts available before the 
Authority through the submission of interested parties or otherwise as recorded 
in the above findings and on the basis of the above analysis of the state of 
current and likely dumping and injury and likelihood of continuation or 
recurrence of dumping and injury, the Authority concludes that: 
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the subject goods are entering the Indian market at dumped jprices and 
lumping margins from subject countries are substantial and above qe-minimis. 
rhe SI ibject goods are likely to enter Indian market at dumped prices,! should the 
treseit measures be withdrawn. Thus, it has not been establishejd that the 
ontir ued imposition of the duty to offset dumping is unnecessary, | 

i) even though the domestic industry has improved its perfopiiance ov^r the injury 
>eriod, the situation of domestic industry continues .to be fragi^. Furtherj should the 
ffesent anti dumping duties be withdrawn, injury to the domestic industry is likely to 
;ontin le or recur. 

>4. Having concluded that the situation of the domestic industry Continue to 
)e fragile and there is likelihood of continuation or resumption of damping and 
njury on account of imports from subject countries if the ddties are revoked, the 
\uthcrity is of the opinion that continuation of the measure is necessjary against 
mport from these countries. However, in view of the current level if dumping 
Tom subject countries and injury suffered by the domestic industry the anti 
lump ng duty in force needs to be< revised. Therefore, the Authority cdnsidered it 
lecesiiary and recommends continuation of anti dumping duty on jimports of 
;ubje<t goods from subject countries. 

>5. The Authority considers it necessary to continue with an anti dumping duty on all 
mpors of Caustic soda from subject countries in order to renlove the injury to the 
lomes tic industry. The Authority recommend the amount of anti dumping duty equal to 
he nutrgin of dumping or less, which if levied, would remove the injury to the dortiestic 
ndust y. For the purpose of determining injury, the landed value of impofrs has been 
ompg red with the weighted average non-injurious price of the domestic industry 
letem ined for the p^od of investigation. t 

)6. Accordingly, the Authority recommends that definitive anti dumping 
luties as set out below be imposed by the Central Government on all I imports of 
;:aust c soda falling under customs heading 2815.11 & 281S.;12 origiiiating in or 
;xpor ed from subject countries. The anti-dumping duty shall be thej difference 
>etween the amount mentioned in column no.9 of the follpwing table and the 
anded value of imports per MT on all imports of subjicct i goods failing under 
:hapt<;r 28 of the Customs Tariff, originating or exported from ^he subject 
erritcry/countries mentioned below:- 




SpecifKation 

Country of 

Country of 

Producer . 

Exporter 


origin 

: 

Export 





Unitot j OjiRiicy 

Measure 
ment I 


Caustic 

Soda 

Any grade 

Caustic 

Soda 

Ai^ grade 

Caustic 

Soda 

Any grade 

Caustic 

Soda 

Any grade 

Caustic 

Soda 

Any grade 



Saudi And)ia 

SADAF 

SABIC 

258.97 

Dm 

USD 

Saudi Arabia | 

SADAF 

! 


243,90 ; 

1 

tm 

USD 

Saudi Arabia 

SADAF ! 


DWT 

USD 

Saudi Arabia 

Any 

Producer 

ESS&flHIiBSH 

DMT 

USD 

SaiKli Arabia 

Any 

Pn^uocr 

Any Exporter 

258.97 , 

DMT 

USD 























































2815.11 & 

2815.12 


Caustic' Any gr^ 
Soda 


France 


Saudi Arabia 


Any couniry Any Any Exporter 

other than Producer 
Iran, USA. 

Japan and 




2815.11 & 

2815.12 

Caustic 

Soda 

Any grade 

Iran 

Iran 

Any 

Pn^ucer 


274.48 

DMT 

USD 


2815.11 & 

2815.12 

■ 

Any grade 

Any country 
othnthan 

Saudi Arabia, 
USA, Japan 
and France 

Iran 

Any 

Producer . 

Any Exporter 

274.48 

DMT 

USD 


2815.11*“~1 

Caustic 

Any gfwdt 

Iran 

Any country 

Any 

Any Exporter 

274.48 


USD 


2815.11 

& 

2815.12 


2811M 

& 

2815.12 


2815.11 

& 

2815.12 


2815.11 

& 

2815.12 


2815.11 

& 

2815.12 


2815.11 

& 

2815.12 


2815,11 

& 


2815.11 

A 

2815 12 


2815.11 

& 

2815.12 




Caustic Any grade 
Soda 


Caustic Any grade 
Soda 


Caustic Any grade 
Soda 


Caustic Any grade 
Soda 


Any grade 


Caustic Any grade 
Soda 


Caustic Any grade 
Soda 


try USA 
lan 



Any 

Producer 

Any Exporter 

296.94 

DMT 

Any 

Producer 

Any Exporter 

1 

296.94 

DMT 
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97. Landed value of imports for the purpose shall be the asseskable value as 
det irmined by the Customs under the Customs Act, 1962 and all duties oflctistoms except 
dut ies under sections 3 , 3 A, 8B, 9 and 9A of the Customs Tariff Act, 1975|. 

98. The Authority may review the need for continuation, mbdification or 
ter nination of the definitive measure as recommendjed herein fronii time to time 
as 3er the relevant provisions of the Act and public*notices issued jin this respect 
fro n time to time. No request for such a review shall noianally be Entertained by 
the Authority unless the same is filed by an interested party wjthin the time 
stipulated for this purpose. 

99. An appeal against this order shall lie before the Customs, Excise and 
Seivice Tax Appellate Tribunal in accordance with the Customs Tjbriff Act, 1975 
(as amended). 

CffiUSTY FERNANI|)EZ, Des^ted Airthority 
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